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In resuming nuclear testing the Soviet Union has committed a crime against 
humanity. Whatever the provocation the Soviet Government acted upon, it is not 
absolved of the momentous responsibility for being the transgressor against men’s 
hopes of averting further contamination of the very air they breathe. In announcing 
efforts to produce 50- and 100-megaton nuclear bombs, Premier Khrushchev 
has stooped to the level of our own Doomsday-Machine-would-be-architect Herman 
Kahn. The world-wide indignation toward the Soviet move is more justified than 
anything that was formerly said against the foreign policies of the U.S.S.R. The 
irresponsible decision proves that the Soviet Union, even when it pursues peace, 
does so merely as a matter of expediency. It also proves that as long as national 
states are in existence, their loyalty is never to humanity as a whole. It discredits 
the Communists’ claims of having risen above the narrow nationalistic concerns of 


the capitalist societies. 


Not even the friends of the Soviet Union, if they are 


uncommitted, independent people, can possibly condone her initiative in resuming 
radioactive contamination of the atmosphere. 

With this much said, one would have to make himself a part of falsifying prop- 
aganda were he not to add that ultimately the onus for the resumed nuclear race 


falls on the Government of the United States. 


Properly condemning the Soviet 


Government on this issue should not be confused with whitewashing the American 
Administration. Yet this is the effect Washington is seeking. It uses all fanfare in 


an attempt to equate the indisputable Soviet 
guilt with its own innocence. While Moscow 
is guilty of a crime against humanity, a crime 
against humanity has been committed also by 
Washington. 


When the Soviet Government stated that: 
“It is an open secret that the United States 
is standing at the threshold of carrying out 
underground nuclear explosions and only waits 
for the first suitable pretext to start them,” 
it expressed an unequivocal truth. It is a fact, 
and an admitted one, that the preparations of 
the U.S. Atomic Energy Commission for under- 
ground test explosions have been proceeding 
for a long time. Moreover, the history of the 
three years of negotiations for an internationai 
nuclear test ban is the story of United States 
efforts to avert its achievement. One need not 
reach this conclusion from Soviet accusations; 
statements made by James J. Wadsworth and 
Harold Stassen, one-time U.S. negotiators, 
clearly imply the bad conscience of those in 
Washington who gave them the mission of 
“achieving” failure. 


President Kennedy’s sanctimonius reaction 
to the Soviet political crime was obviously a 
hyprocritical one. In actuality, the Soviet 
Union and the United States were involved 
in a peculiar race-in-reverse, each trying to 
maneuver the other side into being the first 
to resume nuclear testing. On the eve of the 
Soviet announcement, the American Admini- 
stration was giving up hope of maneuvering 
the Soviets into providing a pretext for Amer- 
ican test-resumption. On the very day of the 
Soviet announcement, President Kennedy as 
much as named the date of the impending 





American resumption of nuclear experiments. 
During his press conference on August 30th, 
when still unaware of the Soviet communiqué 
of the same day, President Kennedy stated 
that “Mr. Dean (U.S. chief negotiator at 
nuclear ban talks) is going to continue during 
next week, and I would think that by the end 
of next week ... we will have an answer to 
whether it’s going to be possible to reach an 
agreement . . . we would then be expected to 
make the appropriate decisions.” This seems 
clearly to imply that by September 9th, the 
United States was going to decide on the 
resumption of nuclear tests, whatever Moscow’s 
course. There can be no doubt that had Presi- 
dent Kennedy known of the Soviet decision 
at the time of his press conference, he would 
not have made the self-incriminating statement. 

Would Khrushchev have made his announce- 
ment had he known what President Kennedy 
was simultaneously threatening in Washington? 
Everything seems to indicate that the Soviet 
decision would not have been deterred. 
Khrushchev was acutely aware that the re- 
sumption of nuclear tests by America was 
imminent. He clearly expressed this aware- 
ness. Had he sought a propagandistic advan- 
tage, all he needed to do was to wait a while 
longer so that Soviet testing appeared to be 
a reaction to American testing. 

Khrushchev’s ostentatious disregard of prop- 
agandistic advantage amounts to serving notice 
on the West that its provocative policies are 
not as safe as its diplomats have believed them 
to be. For there can be no doubt that were 
it not for America’s almost absolute confidence 

(Continued on page 16) 


Adenauerization of U. S. Policy 





WHO WON 


THE WAR? 


In a spirit of jubilation the American press has carried 
pictures of West Germans heckling, provoking and hurling 
stones at East German Soviet-backed border guards. Accord- 
ing to historically established precedent, these heckling thugs 
should have been shot to death. Not that we recommend 
such drastic action; but the resistance of occupation forces 
has traditionally, if unjustly, been met by severe action to 


quench _ rebellion. 
Germany is not confined to the 
East German Democratic Republic; 
it is a function of war-won partici- 
pation in the administration of all 
of Germany. 

That an unconditionally surren- 
dered country, prior to its change 
of status by the signing of a peace 
treaty, has become a challenge 
and a threat to one of the countries 
to which it surrendered is possible 
only because of outside, and in 
this case, American interference. 
That the leaders of the surrendered 
country should impose territorial 
demands upon the victors, and arm 
and join military alliances against 
him is the story of an unconditional- 
surrender-turned-victory. 

The reversal of the German sur- 
render, in the diplomatic sense at 
least, exists not only vis-a-vis the 
U.S.S.R. but also vis-a-vis the U.S.A. 
and her allies. West German 
foreign and military policy is no 
longer the ward of the State 
Department. While the West Ger- 
mans have gained the proxy power 
to involve America in war, America 
can no longer completely control 
German intentions and militancy. 
Adenauer has been filling the Ger- 
man arsenal, not as a warehouse 
keeper of the Pentagon, but in 
support of what he and his suc- 
cessors might conceive as the 
national interests of Germany. 
Were the American President to 
recommend to him that he give up 
the arms he received from Amer- 
ica, such recommendation would 
be no more fruitful than is Khrush- 
chev’s actual urging to this effect. 
There is, however, no prospect for 
such a West German-American dis- 
agreement. On the contrary, the 
American-manufactured Berlin cri- 
sis, whatever its political outcome, 
has brought about a_ further 
adenaverization of America’s for- 
eign policy. 

However the Berlin crisis is re- 
solved, its net result will be a 
world with more arms and more 
soldiers. The governments who 
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Theoretically, the Soviet presence in 





wish this state of affairs to prevail 
must produce international circum- 
stances that can be used as “justi- 
fication” of more arms and more 
soldiers. The world in the post- 
Berlin crisis period is therefore not 
going to be as it was before that 
crisis. There will be more instead 
of fewer international tensions, con- 
flicts and threats. There will be 
more military skirmishes, clashes, 
local wars and armed interventions. 

If we are to be given more 
Koreas and Laoses, and ever- 
greater ones, no one can be cer- 
tain that one of such “episodes” 
may not turn into a_ general 
world conflagration. All this, how- 
ever, seems to be Mr. Kennedy's 
adenaverized formula for Ameri- 
can prosperity. A prosperity so 
achieved has a singular value: 
while its internal: economic effects 
will be the most direct ballot 
attraction for Mr. Kennedy's second 
term, the electorate can be prop- 
agandized to lose sight of the high 
cost to all mankind. 
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Disarming Frankness about Disarmins 


Those people who refuse to believe that our national leadership 
would deliberately manufacture international crises in order to 
“justify” continued or increased armaments, and similarly refuse to 
accept the theory that our diplomats intentionally sabotage negotia. 
tions for disarmament and the banning of nuclear tests, would do 
well to consider a recent episode involving the White House and the 
Pentagon. 


The Pentagon planned to close the naval shipyards in Boston, 
Philadelphia and San Francisco. The plan was based on a two-year 
study conducted for the Navy. This secret decision leaked out. The 
pressures resulting from this leak caused a reversal; and a Pentagon 
spokesman announced that “there are no plans for closing the 
Boston, Philadelphia and the San Francisco yards.” 

Jack Raymond reported in the NEw YorRK TIMEs of August 23rq 
on the circumstances which brought about the reversal of the 
Pentagon's decision. He based his report on information obtained 
from Pierre Sallinger, White House Press Secretary, and from the 
Pentagon. It turns out that President Kennedy himself “divulged 
the tightly held information” to Representative John F. Shelley of 
California, a fact confirmed by Pierre Salinger upon the President's 
own instruction. 

President Kennedy’s intention in divulging this secret need not 
be guessed at. Rep. Shelley recounted the following conversation 
that ensued after the President told him of the Pentagon’s plan: 

Shelley: “They can’t do that, not with this defense build-up,” 

President Kennedy: “I don’t think so either.” 

Rep. Shelley added that the President also told him: 
know about it, go to work.” 


And to work Mr. Shelley went. Raymond reports that “Mr. 


“Now you 


Shelley said that when he returned to his office, he called people in @ ' 


Boston and Philadelphia,” and he also talked with the representatives 
of the San Francisco Navy Yard Employees Association and with 
Secretary of Defense Robert S. McNamara. Raymond further informs 
us that “the complaints Mr. Shelley inspired were effective, it was 
indicated at the Defense Department.” 


The Pentagon’s reversal resulted from pressure of interested 
economic groups generated by Rep. Shelley. Here we are confronted 
with a situation in which the Administration itself admits that the 
continuance of the naval shipyards in three cities resulted from noth- 
ing but the pressure of an interested lobby. How then can one 
contend that it is impossible for the Administration’s international 
and armament policies to depend on the interests of the arms lobby? 
If such a link has been admitted by our Government spokesmen in 
one case, one can no longer claim its existence unthinkable, or the 
invention of pathologically suspicious minds. 

This episode should have such an eye-opening impact that even 
the staunchest supporters of our Government’s policies should feel 
compelled to weigh seriously the allegations that our national policies 
are often no more than the business policies of profiteers. 

It is also indicative that the NEw York TIMEs reporter, Jack 
Raymond, in soliciting official data on the matter was advised that the 
Boston Navy Yard employs about 8,300 civilians, the Philadelphia 
yard about 9,600 and the San Francisco yard about 7,600. Obviously, 
President Kennedy had no hesitation in admitting the leak of the 
Pentagon’s secret to Rep. Shelley, on the theory that he would be 
absolved by public opinion because his intention was to save about 
25,500 civilian employees from unemployment. Indeed this social 
consideration may have been the President’s reason for sabotaging 
the Pentagon’s plan. If this be so, however, does it not stand for 
reason that similar but greater-in-scope considerations determine our 
Government’s position in disarmament talks? 


If the employment opportunities of 25,500 people proved to be 
a decisive consideration in maintaining huge naval installations, 
certainly the employment of several million people in our defense 
establishments may well be an overriding consideration in charting 
our global policies. 

This is why all talks about disarmament and even the creation 
of a special government agency for effecting it is nothing more than 
empty propaganda on the part of the American Government, as long 
as it is not seriously involved in a search for an alternative basis 
for our industry and economy. Without such a radical economic 
adjustment, disarmament would bring disaster upon the American 
people. This does not mean that an alternative basis for our economy 
could not be blueprinted and eventuated, but as long as neither the 
blueprinting nor the realization of the blueprint are under way, it 
is clear that our national leaders do not even consider the possibility 
of being serious about disarmament. 


Prof. Ernest B. Zeisler is vacationing in Europe. His column “To Set The 
Record Straight’’ will be resumed in the November issue. 
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The Soviet Government’s accusation that 
“all kinds of revanchists, extremists, saboteurs 
and spies are being transferred from the 
Federal Republic of Germany to West Berlin” 
has been branded in the White House’s response 
of August 24th as “one more step in a 
deliberate campaign of deception and attempted 
intimidation;” as “false” charges and allega- 
tions; and as “an act of cynicism and irre- 
sponsibility.” The Presidential statement went 
on to say that “the slanderous remarks of the 
Soviet Government” in actuality pertained to 
“the legitimate activities of free men in West 
Berlin...” 

There is no shortage of authoritative Western 
statements that shed light on the nature of the 
West German activities described by the 
Soviets aS spying and sabotage, and by the 
White House as “the legitimate activities of 
free men.” 

As far back as August 21, 1953, the West 
Berlin daily TELEGRAPH quoted from a speech 
by Ernst Reuter, then mayor of West Berlin: 
‘Berlin is in a position to create serious 
difficulties for the Soviet Union and the German 
administration in Pankow. Berlin could be the 
most effective atom bomb ever produced.” The 
incumbent mayor of West Berlin Willy Brandt 
has his own definition of his city’s political role. 
According to him it is a “thorn in the side of 
the East.” The mayors were not the only nor 
the first politicians who fully appreciated the 
cold-war opportunities in Berlin. They were 
preceded by the WALL STREET JOURNAL which, 
on December 13, 1952, recommended that the 
US. Administration “encourage go-slow move- 
ments in Red .. . factories and mines . . . and 
ship in extra ration cards and imitation money 
for spreading further confusion in Iron Curtain 
countries . . . It would mainly be to throw 
some sand into the gears of industry and to 
delay Red political organization of the satellite 
countries.” The same tactics were recommended 
by a host of other American private and official 
spokesmen. Marguerite Higgins stated in an 
interview (U.S. NEWS AND WoRLD REPORT, 
January 2, 1956) that “if the West would 
encourage the East Germans to resist I think 
you could make life so uncomfortable for the 
Russians that they’d get out of East Germany 
with their Communism, if you had a resistance 
movement, the same sort of thing that you had 
in Morocco against the French.” 

In actuality, all these recommendations were 
quite dated. They expressed the established 
policy of the U.S. administration in Germany 
ever since the establishment of a separate 
Supreme Court in the U.S. Sector in Berlin on 
August 6, 1945, started the chain of events 
which culminated in the political division of 
the city. When, on June 23, 1948, the Western 
allies introduced a separate currency in their 
three sectors of Berlin, contrary to a written 
Pledge they had given a few days earlier, a 
serious campaign was launched to cripple the 
economies of East Berlin and East Germany. 

A few quotes, out of the many available, 
will suffice to show how “legitimate” are “the 
activities of free men,” encouraged by the 
American authorities. The New YORKER of 
September 8, 1951 described the activities of 
the West Berlin “Association of Freedom- 
loving Jurists,” organized by a certain Horst 
Erdmann (alias Theo Friedenau), a paid agent 
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im) “The Legitimate Activities of Free Men” 


By Friedrich J. Jaeger 


of the U.S. Secret Service: “They have more 
than three thousand field-workers who carry 
messages and perform all the tough, dirty 
anonymous chores that daily resistance against 
a powerful enemy requires. Messages and re- 
ports are sent by hand in code to the Berlin 
headquarters. The staff members are paid 
from funds the Committee gets from the 
government in West Berlin and from the 
Ministry of All-German Affairs in Bonn.” 
Another organization, “The Fighting Group 
Against Inhumanity,” founded in 1948 by 
Rainer Hildebrandt, was described in the N. Y. 
Times of May 19, 1952 as “a militant anti- 
Communist group with headquarters in the 
United States sector of Berlin. The organiza- 
tion’s leaders say it is supported largely by the 
Ford Foundation in the United States, which 
has made a grant to it, and that it receives 
some money from the West Berlin administra- 
tion . . . The organization trains East Germans 
in resistance technique.” 


REUTER’s correspondent in West Berlin 
reported on October 12, 1952 the “revelation by 
the State Premier of Hesse, Herr August Zinn, 
of an organization alleged to have planned to 
execute certain left-wing politicians ‘in the 
event of war.’ The West Berlin anti-Communist 
organizations grew up shortly after the split 
of Berlin in 1948. Today there are over 30 of 
them, the majority in the U.S. Sector. Many of 
these groups have admitted close contacts with 
Western intelligence agencies, and with the 
main West German parties.” The West German 
magazine DER SPIEGEL of October 15, 1952 
reported that an official of the U.S. Counter 
Intelligence Corps, Sterling Garwood, helped 
and financed “Liquidation, Inc.” 

Nations Business revealed in April, 1952: 
“No Government official will admit it, but we 
are training men to be spies, saboteurs, special- 
ists in the tougher forms of psychological war- 
fare. They are being taught to slip into the 
Russian fabric on their own to do some un- 
ravelling. They learn to blow bridges, railroad 
trains, and war plants . . . One of our men can 

. walk up to a key building in a hostile 
country and stick some gooey plastic material 
on the wall . . . In a few hours, or if he 
wishes, in a few days, the building will blow 
up.” 

When East German courts tried members of 
the “Fighting Group Against Inhumanity” in 
1952, a document was presented incriminating 
the Ford Foundation as having paid $150,000 
to the National Committee for a Free Europe. 
This money was subsequently forwarded to the 
“Fighting Group.” The document in question 
bore the signature of a Martin Quigley, In- 
formation Officer, and was dated March 21, 
1952. 


When in January, 1953 Georg Dertinger, 
the then East German Foreign Minister, was 
arrested as a spy, the American and British 
press used the occasion to ridicule the East 
German regime. Typically, however, they were 
less anxious to carry a REUTER January 16, 
1953 dispatch to the effect that “German 
sources in West Berlin declared that for some 
time Dertinger had been . . . supplying agents 
of the British Intelligence Service with internal 
information about East Germany and Soviet 
policy.” 

A highly incriminating part in supporting 
such “legitimate” activities has been played by 
certain American labor organizations. A Special 
Correspondent for the NEw York Daily News, 


Art Noyes, reported on March 15, 1953 from 
Frankfurt that the “AFL transmits approxi- 
mately 10,000 dollars a month t» the US. 
C.1.A., which in turn passes the money on to 
a group called the Kampfgruppe . . . The 
Kampfgruppe . . . has a top-secret spy section, 
whose operations are known only to US. 
Intelligence.” 


On September 29, 1954 The N.Y. Times 
carried a report from Bonn by M. S. Handler: 
“The numerous United States intelligence 
agencies (are) submerged for the most part in 
the jungle warfare in Germany. The jungle 
warriors include the enemy’s operatives of all 
hues and garbs, but they also include hundreds 
— some say thousands — of double agents who 
operate for one side against the other and vice 
versa for mere pittances Sometimes 
ridiculous situations arise. The story is told 
that one big U.S. agency pumped false informa- 
tion into East Germany to rattle Soviet intelli- 
gence and another U.S. agency bought the 
information back as valuable evidence of 
something new going on in the Communist 
ranks . . . According to some reports there are 
more than two score Allied agencies at work 
in West Berlin.” 


Numerous arrests of spies and saboteurs have 
amply proved that RIAS (Radio in the Ameri- 
can Sector) is also a tool of American Intelli- 
gence. Fred J. Cook, in his article on the 
C.I.A. in THE NATION of June 24, 1961, 
recounted that “in 1955, a C.I.A. communica- 
tions expert, studying a detailed map of 
Berlin, discovered that at one point the main 
Russian telephone lines ran only 300 yards 
from a radar station in the American sector. 
The C.I.A. dug an underground tunnel, tapped 
the cables and, for months, before the Rus- 
sians got wise, monitored every telephone 
whisper in the Soviet East Sector.” 

Against this sampling of Western depictions 
of the internal situation in Berlin, President 
Kennedy’s denial of the Soviet charges as 
“false,” has little chance of convincing in- 
formed people. Little surprise that the DaILy 
Express of London, of September 2, 1960 
opined that “the West Germans scandalously 
abuse the position of Berlin. That city was 
not split into four to provide them a base for 
a diplomatic campaign against the Russians 
. . . The Germans hurl their pebbles at the 
Russians and shelter behind British and Ameri- 
can troops. It is time the Germans came to 
their senses.” 

Speaking about the then prevailing travel 
ban between East and West Berlin, B. B. Dray- 
son, Conservative M.P., said on November 15, 
1960 in the House of Commons: “The trouble 
arose, of course, out of meetings of various 
organizations which took place in September 
in West Berlin. The House may remember that 
at that time there were rallies of ex-prisoners 
of war associations which caused a certain 
amount of concern in this country. In a 
leading article at the time, the Daily Mail said: 
‘To hold the gatherings now is perhaps a little 
provocative.’ ” 

There is nothing new about the facts re- 
counted above. They are known to everyone 
acquainted with the Berlin situation. They 
certainly are well known to President Kennedy. 
His definition of the provocations in Berlin as 
“the legitimate activities of free men” is an 
attempt to coerce the Soviets to concede, on 
pain of war, that facts are not facts, and, 
moreover, to submit to ever more hostile 
provocations. 
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The decline and fall of both Athens and 
Rome were due to weakening ethical and moral 
standards more than to any other single factor 
— using the term “moral” in its broadest sense. 
No more than the individual can the nation, 
a collection of individuals, maintain its power, 
realize its potentialities, hold the respect of 
others against a spreading moral decay, however 
subtle. No more than the individual can the 
nation, however powerful in every material 
sense, avoid the weakening and the ultimate 
dissipation of that power when it scorns the 
moral consideration, which, according to Kant, 
is the final consideration in human affairs. 

The term “morality” has, of course, a broad 
connotation. There is public morality and 
private morality, the morality of the politician 
and the office-holder, the morality of the 
business executive and the corporative head, of 
the labor-union leader and the educator and 
the churchman. There is also the morality of 
the individual, but the common trend is to 


make a sharp division between this and public’ 


or professional morality. Fundamentally, such 
a distinction cannot, from any viewpoint except 
that of expediency, exist. If a man’s private 
morals are dubious, his public morals are open 
to question, and vice versa. 

In a ruthlessly materialistic society the man 
who would pursue in all his relationships a 
course dictated by strict moral and ethical 
considerations often finds himself sore beset. 
His business or professional competitors in 
order to get the better of him, resort to practices 
from which he shrinks. His code, he discovers, 
is not “good business.” It is said of him that 
“his head is in the ciouds.” He is called “a 
starry-eyed idealist,” a favorite term of con- 
tempt for the man who refuses to abide by the 
common code of easy-going business or profes- 
sional ethics. This also has a widespread appli- 
cability to the man in public life who fixes for 
himself a goal of endeavor higher than the 
“what-is-there-in-it-for-me” objective. 

The fact is, of course, that in America 
material aggrandizement has become so impor- 
tant as to induce deviations from a strict moral 
and ethical code. “Get money,” says one man, 
“honest if you can, but get it anyway!” The 
“easy buck” or the “fast buck” tempts, in a 
materialistic and a mechanistic era, to resorts 
that would have brought shuddering revulsion 
no more than a half century ago. “An easy 
buck,” says Walter Lippmann, “leads to another 
and then to another — and then...” And then 
perhaps to disaster, as in the case of Mr. 
Sherman Adams, who, while a presidential 
assistant, was found to have accepted expensive 
coats and hotel hospitality from a wealthy 
enterpreneur. 





Mr. Greene is a prominent American columnist and 
foreign correspondent. He has served in the American 
diplomatic service. He has been associated with man 
newspapers and magazines in the U.S.A., New Zealand 
and Australia. 
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Walter Lippmann speaks of “America’s 
changing code of ethics.” He says that it 
“includes the freedom to chisel.” This, says 
the celebrated commentator, “is widely, though 
of course not yet universally, regarded as the 
human and natural standard of behavior of 
men and women following the American way 
of life.” Mr. Lippmann concludes that “a self- 
indulgent generation like the present is in large 
part an unhappy one. We are rich but we can- 
not truly be said to be very happy. Our life, 
though full of things, is empty of the kind of 
purpose and effort that brings to any life its 
meaning and its significance.” 


A prominent weekly has recently conducted a 
“moral survey,” utilizing the capabilities of a 
large group of experienced and nationally 
known reporters. In general the conclusion was 
that “although people are not inherently dis- 
honest they are under constant pressure from 
society to maintain a high standard of living. 
This has caused a recasting of the old standards 
of right and wrong, so that whatever guarantees 
success, is ‘right.’ Lacking a clear-cut code of 
ethics people are falling back upon a kind of 
relative morality that justifies actions not 
actually harmful to others. The thing to worry 
about is that Americans.do not seem to feel 
any personal responsibility for improving the 
nation’s moral condition. Platitudes about 
‘human nature’ have become as much a part 
of our bland and undistinguished morality as a 
euphemism like ‘payola.’” 


The prevalence of practices morally dubious 
but not necessarily illegal brings us to one of 
the main points of this discussion. That is to 
say, is the moral issue to be disregarded when 
the strictly legal is not to be feared? If it is, 
then we are in a bad way indeed. Kant said: 
“The moral judgment is the final judgment in 
human affairs.” That, I think, is one of the 
most significant conclusions in all philosophic 
thought. But how many Americans have even 
heard of Kant, or would do more than scoff 
at him as an “egghead” if they had? 

Yet is it not a fact that a people, a society, 
which can be held to righteous conduct only 
by compulsion, the compulsion of the law and 
its instruments of enforcement, is a society in 
process of decay? Is it not, too, a fact that 
the moral standard of any society is the sum 
of the moral standards of its units, and that if 
such standards are wanting there will ultimately 
result a general decay, like that of the sound 
fruit in a barrel of apples which contains 
decayed ones? 

Be that as it may, the moral and ethical 
standard in America has become increasingly 
a matter of what can be done without detection, 
and what can be done without threat of legal 
interference. 

The problem of personal morality in America 
is not less acute than that of business and 
professional morality, and of course each re- 


“A society that is in its higher circles 
and on its middle levels widely believed to 
be a network of smart rackets does not 
produce men with an inner moral sense; a 
society that is merely expedient does not 
produce men of conscience. A society that 
narrows the ing . ’ to the big 
money and in its terms condemns failure 
as the chief vice, raising money to the plane 
of absolute value, will produce the sharp 
operator and the shady deal. Blessed are 
the cynical, for only they have what it 
takes to succeed.” 





—C. Wright Mills 


acts upon the other. There can be no sham 
line of demarcation, though many try to draw 
one. But it is difficult to be persuaded that 
the man who would get the better of you by 
sharp business or professional practices can 
be trusted in any moral regard, or vice versa, 

In a survey of social morality the American 
scene is unmistakably a depressing one, yet 
this is a part, and a significant part, of what is 
so glibly known as “the American way of life.” 
There is a direct link between this state of 
affairs and the fact that virtually everybody in 
America who can afford it has his psychiatrist, 
who usually advises his patient along the lines 
the latter is anxious to hear. As for juvenile 
delinquency, the experience of a judge in 
Columbus, Ohio, is beyond doubt typical. He 
said that he tries more than 600 of such cases 
in his court every year, whereas twenty years 
back a score was the average. 

Half a century ago there was a period of 
what Theodore Roosevelt called “muckraking.” 
The “muck,” of course, was corruption of 
various kinds, chiefly official and corporate. 
One of the leading “rakers” was Lincoln 
Steffens, an able reporter and fearless. (He was 
twice shot at in the course of his travels about 
the country.) He did not go deeply into the 
question of personal or social morality, but the 
conclusion he reached has its application to 
both. “Any society,” he said, “that conditions 
people from childhood to regard riches and 
power as the only goals worth seeking — at 
whatever cost — not only invites but assures 
corruption, and ultimate disaster.” 

Ultimate disaster! Along these lines half a 
dozen civilizations have fallen. Moral and 
ethical disintegration, public and private, dis- 
regard of the standards that alone can support 
and maintain civilization, uncompromising ma- 
terialism, scorn of spiritual concernments, toler- 
ation if not encouragement of practices that 
violate the moral code though not always 
apprehendable in the legal, the merciless 
struggle to equal or outdo one’s fellows — all 
this ultimates in the breakdown of any civiliza- 
tion, as the annals of the centuries make clear. 

Moreover, in a society dominated by ma- 
terialism, there is not, and neither can there 
be, harmony nor that inner peace, lacking which 
neither the individual nor the aggregate can be 
said to have achieved the “good” life. 

In the electoral campaign for President 4 
year ago little or nothing was heard of all this. 
To raise any of these problems would amount 
to a criticism of the “American way of life,” 
which in the view of the well-to-do American, 
is the most wonderful the world ever has 
known or is likely to know — unless, indeed, 
it can be improved upon in America. To 
criticize it, to comment unfavorably in any way, 
to suggest that there may possibly be something 
wanting in the various ingredients, is equivalent 
to treason, so touchy is the average American. 
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‘gnemployed of America live — the word should 





In the American view, little can be wrong 


with a nation enjoying the current prosperity 
America. Yet much of that “prosperity” is 
jmaginary. Government investigators have 
found that no less than sixty per cent of the 


rather be “exist” — on incomes of less than 
$1,000 a year! Of the employed and employ- 
able the same official report shows that forty 

cent of the whole population, that is, in 
the neighborhood of 70,000,000, have incomes 
of under $2,000 annually. As many more 

ss double as much or a little higher. Thus 
about a tenth of the people of the United States, 
roughly 18,000,000, are basking in the much 
publicized golden prosperity. Half of these 
are wealthy, living on an elaborate scale, 
traveling widely and often ostentatiously, and so 
disseminating to the ends of the earth the 
impression of American wealth. The same 
report expressed the considered opinion, based 
upon all the facts, that the very minimum upon 
which two elderly people could live in any 
degree of decency, not to say comfort, was 
$220 a month, which is a good deal more than 
$2,000 a year. 

The under-privileged of America, the near- 
destitute millions in this land of the highest 
living-standard ever known, are existing in 
physical and mental misery. But what has this 
to do with morals and ethics? 

It has everything to do with them. A 
destitute, hungry and troubled multitude can 
hardly be expected to pay much heed to any 
moral or ethical codes. No. use to talk of 
standards of conduct. to the man who _ hears 
his children crying for bread. This state of 
affairs is not confined to China, or the Congo, 
or to India. It exists in so-prosperous America 
too. Theirs is not the urge of the man who 
seeks to live on a par with his rich neighbor 
or to surpass in ostentatiousness the family 
across the way, and in the attempt to do so 
resorts to shady moral and ethical practices. 
No, theirs is the urge of the man who strives 
desperately to live at all, and who, in his 
desperation, snatches at any hope, regardless of 
the moral pitfalls that may surround it. The 
blameworthy are not those who are striving 
to sustain an existence for themselves and their 
dependants, but those who have an abundance, 
or at least a sufficiency, yet are determined at 
whatever cost to turn sufficiency into opulence. 








Goal and Achievement 


Once we rode down a fluent line 
into the city just for its vice, 
returning with slack knees 

ready to bend them in penitence, 
or adding up pennies we might 
have dropped in wishing wells. 


In the end we wrote these follies 
in copy books, folding pages 


at scabrous sins and small glories; 


in the margins we drew 
profiles and sums like 85:19, 
never intended to be divided 


You can see we are sound of limb 


and diction, brisk of sight, 
yet we flick off lights because 


our faces may rocket from mirrors 


and we dare not watch them fall 
amid the righteous neighbors. 


David Cornel DeJong 


SI = Cie 


B FOR SENATOR ESTES KEFAUVER, 
REPRESENTATIVE EMANUEL CELLER AND 
THE OTHER 35 SENATORS AND CON- 
GRESSMEN who protested to President 
Kennedy against giving the American 
Telephone and Telegraph Company a 
monopolistic position in space communi- 
cations. 

B FOR SENATOR SAMUEL J. ERVIN, JR., 
chairman of the Senate Subcommittee on 
Constitutional Rights, for announcing 
hearings of his committee on the denial 
of Constitutional rights to America’s 
Indians. 


B FOR ARTHUR J. GOLDBERG, Secretary 
of Labor, for appealing to businessmen 
and labor unions to help stamp out 
racial job discrimination. 


FOR OREN LEWIS, Federal judge, 
for ruling that Prince Edward County, 
Va., was acting illegally in using local 
tax credits and ‘tuition grants to finance 
“private” schools while the public schools 
are closed to avoid desegregation. 


B FOR CONGRESSMAN CHARLES C. 
DIGGS, JR. for urging the creation of a 
citizens’ study committee to investigate 
complaints of race discrimination in the 
armed forces. 

Bb FOR SENATOR ALBERT GORE AND 
AND HIS SENATORIAL SUPPORTERS for 
launching a campaign to prevent a raise 
of steel prices. 

b> FOR THE SENATE RULES COMMITTEE 
for approving a bill which would require 


fuller disclosures of finances involved in 
election campaigns for federal offices. 


B® FOR THE SOUTH CAROLINA STATE 
SUPREME COURT for setting aside the 
convictions of 26 Negro students who 
participated in sit-in demonstrations at 
Sumter. 


B® FOR JOHN P. DONOHOE, Justice of 
the New York State Supreme Court, for 
enjoining the city of Newburgh from 


enforcing its new uncharitable welfare 
code. 


B® FOR PRESIDENT JOHN F. KENNEDY 
for nominating, and FOR THE SENATE 
JUDICIARY SUBCOMMITTEE for approv- 
ing, James Benton Parsons as the first 
Negro to serve as a Federal District 
Judge for a lifetime. 


B® FOR PIERRE SALINGER, White House 
Press Secretary, for cancelling a speech 
before the Maryland Press Association 
because the hotel in which it was to be 
delivered practices racial discrimination. 


B® FOR THE HOUSE GOVERNMENT 
OPERATIONS COMMITTEE for approving 
a bill that would crack down on identical 
bids submitted to the Government by 
contractors. 


> FOR ROBERT F. KENNEDY, U.S. Attor- 
ney General, for recommending that 
the Interstate Commerce Commission bar 
segregation on interstate buses and the 
use of segregated terminal facilities by 
interstate bus lines. 


Always Be Conservative? 


Safety-First is fine on road or highway, 
But I wonder where we'd be, 
If Columbus on a day 
In 1492 had left the sea. 
Safety-First is fine when dynamiting, 
But I wonder what we'd be, 
If Jefferson when writing 
Freedom's document had left undone our plea. 


The urge to grope for the obscure. . 


W. Arthur Boggs 





Groping 
. to fly 


Like birds or gods up towards an unknown sky 


Has taught the venturesome how infinite 
Is time and that the sky is but a bit 
Of awesome wind, and airy vortex where 


The sun is king and none may near his lair. 


His cool-faced satellites . 


. . the moon and stars, 


In stealthy night reveal the livid scars 
His flames inflicted through the years. 
How trifling is the dust of human fears. 


Rockwell B. Schaefer 
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The world situation in the late thirties, as 
viewed by a young Jewish lad in Poland, seemed 
utterly unbearable. The newspaper headlines 
kept reporting the ever more aggressive de- 
mands and advances of Nazi Germany. In 
daily encounters, one’s nerves were put to a 
severe test when listening to the macabre first- 
hand accounts of the thousands of Jewish 
expelees from Hitler’s Reich. Among those 
refugees there were some close relatives of 
mine; and their tales of how they had been 
abused, dispossessed, tortured, and expelled 
were hair-raising. Yet, there seemed to be no 
end and no limit to the spread of the Nazi 
disease. Hitler seemed all-powerful; his ex- 
pansionist successes followed one after the 
other. His will prevailed in all diplomatic 
disputes. He was stopped neither from occupy- 
ing the Ruhr territory, nor from annexing 
Austria, nor from conquering first a part and 
then the entirety of Czechoslovakia. Now his 
eyes were focused on Danzig and the “corridor” 
through Poland. Who could doubt that once 
more his ambition would prevail? And then, 
what next? How many more villages and towns 
would fall under his rule, in terror and devasta- 
tion? How many new victims would each new 
stage in diplomacy create? How many lives 
destroyed, how many people dispossessed and 
denied the protection of the law? The Nazi 
refugees were a living testimony to the 
application of the Nuremberg Laws. Their 
businesses were taken from them overnight. 
Some lost their jobs; some were evicted from 
their homes and apartments, often driven into 
the streets and beaten or forced to humiliating 
labor. 


The venom of anti-Semitism, promoted by 


the Nazis throughout the world, proved quite . 


contagious even among those peoples who 
obviously were Hitler’s next intended victims. 
To be sure, Poland has always been an anti- 
Semitic country. Nazi propaganda, however, 
added ever more streneth to the home-grown 
bigotry. The Polish Sejm busied itself with 
passing ever bolder and more candidly anti- 
Semitic legislation. The economic boycott of 
the Jewish citizens received the official sanction 
and blessing of the Polish Premier (a general 
who died during World War II in Tel-Aviv, 
of all places). Jewish traders and industrialists 
were being put out of business en masse by 
taxes arbitrarily raised by the local authorities. 
Para-military anti-Semitic organizations sprang 
up all over the country. Their uniformed and 
often armed members were becoming an un- 
Official part of the state administration. Mass 
pogroms erupted in city after city, and 
wherever they occurred the police either 
participated or did nothing to prevent them. 

The main street in my city, Lodz, was Ulica 
Piotrkowska. It was a busy, broad avenue 
with bie. beautiful stores along both sides of it. 
Ulica Piotrkowska was the city’s promenade. 
People strolled up and down the avenue, a 
favorite pastime. A walk along Ulica Piotrkow- 
ska had become an intimate social institution 
of our city dwellers. There was an atmosphere 
of cordiality among the passers-by. No one 
ever hesitated to start a pleasant conversation 
with a stranger. Young folks picked up their 
dates on Piotrkowska; older strangers would 
spontaneously exchange their impressions about 
the beautiful window displays. 

In the late thirties, however, the street was 
losing its traditional relaxed character. Ever 
more it was becoming out of bounds for the 
city’s Jews. Jewish storekeepers, under frequent 
physical attack and harassed by pickets pro- 
claiming that only “the enemies of Poland buy 
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I WANTED WAR 


from Jews,” were either closing down or moving 
to peripheral parts of the city. Even walking 
along Piotrkowska became a hazard for anyone 
whose facial characteristics betrayed his Jewish- 
ness. If you could not avoid passing the street, 
you would pull the brim of your hat or student 
cap low over your forehead and eyes and pull 
up the collar of your coat to hide your Jewish 
face. Often this gave you away and the 
inevitable happened: suddently you felt the 
fists and feet of your fellow passers-by all 
over your Jewish body. Before you escaped the: 
hateful mob, a policeman’s club would land on 
your head, for “creating” a public disturbance 


If you were in your teens and a student, you 
would envy your seniors who sometimes 
succeeded in gaining admission to the university 
in spite of the restricting mumerus clausus. You, 
however, were totally barred by the ever more 
widespread replacement of the numerus clausus 
with the numerus nullus. Even the way to and 
from school was a dangerous trap. It had 
become one of the most popular “sports” of 
Polish students to march to the segregated 
Jewish schools and to beat up the emerging 
Jewish “fellows.” The few Jewish university 
students were hardly in an enviable situation. 
They were assigned “ghetto”-seats, in a seperate 
seating section on the left side of the lecture 
hall. Most professors hardly concealed their 
racial animosity, and a test of a Jewish student 
became an antagonistic battle of wits between 
him and the examiner. Pogroms on the campus 
had become a permanent feature. Some Jewish 
students were killed on the campus in broad 
daylight, without as much as causing a police 
investigation. 

We sensed that the worst was yet to happen. 
We knew that either Hitler’s armies would be- 
fore long stretch their evil arm over Poland, or 
that the local anti-Semites would do the job for 
them. The political parties, including the one in 
power, OZON, were outbidding each other in 
embracing anti-Semitic extremities. The situa- 
tion was black and hopeless. 

Everybody thought of emigrating, emigrating 
anywhere. But this escape was open only to 
the few. Few countries were seeking immigrants, 
and those who did would not accept penniless 
people. Poland would let her Jews go, pro- 
vided they left all they possessed behind. 

I was at the time in my teens, making my 
first encounters with the world beyond the 
second-hand depictions of it I had received 
from my parents and teachers. They followed 
the maxim that goodness is planted in the 
human heart by good example and had brought 
me up in a world of ideals. They had quite 
deliberately concealed from me the existence 
of intentional, planned evil in human beings. 
Two decades and a war later I am not yet free 
of the faith they planted in me, and each 
encounter of ill-will is still an entriely new 
experience to me and has the shocking impact 
of a “first.” I clearly remember ascribing all 
injustices to simple mistakes on the part of 
those who inflicted them. As a young boy I 
remember thinking that if only I could get to 
Hitler, I could explain to him that he was 
wrong, and that then he would undoubtedly 
change his course and become a benefactor of 
humanity. Meanwhile I was confronting a 
cruel reality, for which mentally I was utterly 
unprepared. My ivory-tower upbringing had not 
admitted the existence of the kind of world I 
was facing and suffering from. My frustration 
was great, so great that it outlasted my adoles- 
cence, accompanying me throughout the war 
years in the ghetto and concentration camp; 


it still interferes with my mental processes jp 
this new nuclear era. 


Little wonder that against this pre-Worl 
War II reality one could hardly retain sufficient 
personal detachment to judge internationa| 
events with due proportion and an objective 
historical perception. My impatience ang 
anxiety were so great and the prevailing situa. 
tion seemed so utterly intolerable, that the 
only reaction could be an attitude of “Let's 
get it over with.” I viewed mankind as q 
patient whose only hope lay in dangerous 
surgery. “Let’s get it over with,” I kept saying 
to myself and believed that the only way to 
reverse the unbearable situation was war. So 
I wished for war. I wanted war. And I got it. 

* * * 


Six days had passed since war started. Those 
were difficult days. My father, who until then 
was very worried about the effects of the anti- 
Jewish economic boycott on his industrial 
enterprise, had suddenly traded big concerns for 
small ones. No longer worried about the 
intricacies of administering an industrial enter. 
prise, he now found himself standing in line 
day and night to get a loaf of bread for his 
family. Even the incessant air-raids could not 
make him seek cover and thereby lose his 
“place.” When, after hours of battling to reach 
the bakery, he would bring home a loaf of 
bread, the pride and satisfaction of achievement 
that lit up his face shone brighter than when 
in days past he would provide his family with 
the most extravagant luxury. Life had suddenly 
necessitated new concepts, a new perception 
and a new sense of proportion. Things which 
had seemed of shattering importance became 
petty, while bagatelles assumed overriding 
significance. My refusal to train in engineering 
so as eventually to succeed my father in his 
profession, a concern which once shook my 
family, suddenly diminished to less than comic 
status. Instead, getting a few pieces of fire-wood 
or a few cigarettes filled our mental firmament. 

There were many casualties in our midst 
during those first few days of war. German 
bombers flew over the city, incessantly unload- 
ing their murderous cargo. Houses and street- 
blocks collapsed, burying their residents. In 
these few days of war we learned enough to 
discover the fallacies of civil defense. During 
the first day or two everyone took cover in the 
shelters each time the sirens warned of ap- 
proaching enemy planes. Then bombs started 
falling before the sirens were heard. Too many 
people were killed in their “shelters” to keep us 
believing in their protective value. A day or 
two of war had turned us into experts. We 
learned about the many people who survived 
because they had not gone to the shelter; for 
others, it became their mass grave. Soon we 
had learned to go about our business, air raid 
or no air raid. We realized that intelligence 
could not plan survival. We watched fate in 
its capricious blindness. 

On the eve of the sixth day of war we went 
to bed ready to stay there until morning, 
whether or not the wailing sirens woke ws 
from sleep. But it was not sirens that woke us 
that night. Instead it was a violent knock on 
the door. When my father opened it, a neighbor 
came in with a rucksack hanging over his back. 
In a loud and agitated voice he said: “C’mon 
fellows, get dressed, hurry up, all men are 
volunteering for the army, the Germans are 
coming! C’mon, hurry up, there is no time to 
waste.” Within minutes my father and I were 
dressed, while my mother and sister busied 
themselves packing some clothing and food for 
us. 
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We left home without tears. We kissed 
mother and sister, begging them to “be careful;” 
put otherwise there was hardly a display of 
emotion. And why should there be? Weren't 
we to return very, very soon? Wasn't the 
whole war about to be over in — let’s be 
pessimists — two weeks? We simply had to 
jeave for a few days, and that was that. 

We knew this with such certainty, that at the 
time of parting there was hardly a need to say 
it or even to think about it. We just knew it. 
We knew it from all we had been told in 
anticipation of war. This one was not going to 
be like World War I. Not with all the revolu- 
tionary Weapons now in existence. Not with 
the heavy artillery, tanks, motorized troops, and 
air-forces which would render a prolonged war 
impossible. “Everybody” was against Hitler. 
A week, or ten days and the war would be over. 
So at worst, it was not going to be so bad. 
Who could not endure hardships for two weeks? 
And why let the world rot away under Hitler if 
all could be changed in two weeks? Would this 
be too high a price to pay “to get it over with?” 
So I wanted war. And I was in war. 

* * * 


The highway to Warsaw, where we were 
going to put up the decisive fight against the 
Nazi invader, was cluttered by a mixture of the 
military and civilian, animals and humans with 
their household cargo. It was crowded by tens 
of thousands of soldiers on foot and in trucks, 
civilians dragging along, and some pulling be- 
hind them quickly improvised carts; most of the 
time we could only stand around rather than 
march to our destination. It took us four days 
and three nights to cover a stretch of no more 
than about forty miles. One could hardly think 
of a better target for the German war planes 
than that slow-moving human mass. Day and 
night, planes by the hundreds flew over us 
spreading death and devastation. They covered 
us with a thick blanket of bombs and bullets 
from their machine guns. There was no choice 
but to walk on the dead bodies of people and 
horses. The most macabre sights appeared on 
the highway and along its sides. Corpses with 
their intestines exposed, pierced through by 
dum dum bullets. A little girl pulling the arm 
of her mother: “Mama, get up, mama, come” 
— unaware that the mother was dead. 

On the fourth day of our ordeal, the human 
mass in front of us halted. We were told that 
Warsaw was virtually besieged by the Germans. 
The only remaining access to the city was open 
for military traffic only. No civilians were 
admitted to Warsaw. 

All we could do was to turn back. We made 
our way back toward Lodz through fields and 
country roads, attempting to evade the 
Germans. As we proceeded we knew that each 
step could bring us into occupied territory. 
One night, as we were sprawled in some 
farmer’s vegetable garden, we heard the sound 
of heavy car engines. A while later a sharp, 
half-blinding ray of light exposed us. Then 
came a burst of bullets in our direction. The 
group to which my father and I had clung 
consisted mostly of our male neighbors in the 
big apartment house in which we lived in 
Lodz. By this time the group had lost many of 
its members. They had remained behind, dead 
on the highway and in the fields. Whenever we 
could we had buried them. But this had not 
always been possible under the fire of a 
perpetual attack. Lying in the vegetable garden, 
before I fully realized that we were again 
being shot at, I felt a moist substance gushing 
on me. Then my father looked at me and 
screamed and the full force of his strong hands 
pressed my head. He and others in our party 
Were still trying to stop the flood of blood 
from my head, when German soldiers came 
down on us like hungry wolves. They were 


swinging their rifle butts and beating everybody. 
My father, who would not let go of my injured 
head, was shot in the leg. The Germans cursed 
us and pushed us to a nearby highway and 
ordered us to pull dead bodies from it; they 
were in the way of their motorcade. 

My head wound was superficial and cost me 
no more than a substantial loss of blood. My 
father’s leg was attended by a doctor in a 
nearby village, which we reached once we had 
cleared the road for the Germans. 

Of all I saw and heard during those first days 
of war a few words uttered by my father ever- 
lastingly ring in my ears. He uttered them as 
he saw blood gushing from my head, while 
German soldiers stood over us shouting, pushing 
and beating us. These few words express man’s 
rebellion against himself and his being more 
pointedly than any I have ever heard. After his 
initial cry of despair my father said to me in a 
low, almost controlled voice: “Son, forgive me 
for having begotten you.” 

ad * - 

“Let’s get it over with,” I said in the days 
before World War II. Why endure a lifetime 
of suffering, uncertainties and humiliation when 
one brief period of struggle could eliminate all 
that threatened our lives and future? And I 
parted from my mother and sister without a 
tear. Why be emotional? War would last 
some days, at the most two weeks. What’s two 
uncomfortable weeks in exchange for hope and 
dignity? 

It did not take us long to realize that the war 
was not going to be over soon. What we had 
thought to be the war turned out to be only 
its prelude both in time and intensity of suffer- 
ing. It was to last for years, many years. And 
it was to consume many, many millions of 
lives. I survived it, one out of a family clan. 
What was yet to follow made these first few 
days of the war look relatively innocent and 
even comfortable. It made me regret ever 
having wished for war. I soon realized the 
absurdity of “Let’s get it over with.” I soon 
learned to recall with nostalgia the pre-war days 
which had seemed so intolerable. The world 
I once knew was never to return. Its consistent 
path from bad to worse never reached a point 


of final fulfillment and reversal. 
never prayed for war to come! 





Had I only 


* * * 
There are human pains which are too great 


and too choking to be talked about. Such were 
those I experienced during the five and a half 
war years I spent in the ghetto and numerous 
concentration camps, 
The epic of losing my parents and sister and 
everybody who ever meant anything to me, the 
epic of losing the whole world of which I was 
a part, is too painful for me to recount. If I 
have written of the first days of war as I lived 
them, it is only because I detect a dangerous 
similarity between the present mood of many 
people in America and the mood that made me 
say, “Let’s get it over with.” 
world situation, with all the personal un- 
certainties it entails, seems intolerable to many 
people. They too seek a drastic reversal of the 
nerve-wracking tensions. They too feel willing 
to suffer for a short while, in order to regain 
a life-long equilibrium. And they too believe 
that war, when it comes, will be brief, a swift 
surgery. “Let’s get it over with” they seem to 
say, little aware that war, if and when it 
comes, is going to be neither brief nor likely 
to restore things to “normal.” It will be no 


including Auschwitz. 


The present 


mere period in their lives, but the whole of their 
lives. It will either end them or debase them 
in utterly unpredictable ways. War will involve 
years, years every day and every hour of which 
will bring untold suffering. Modern war is a 
personal and unending chain of bitter events. 
It is a war you feed not with anonymous 
soldiers, but with your own body and soul 
and with those of your child and parents, your 
wife and your neighbor, with all that personal 
world you have known and without which you 
cannot imagine your own life. Its end is unlike 
its beginning, and no one can know it in 
advance. One thing is certain; its end does 
not bring one back to the world he has known 
before. Oh no, war is not a thing “to get 
over with.” Even if you survive physically, 
your scars will never heal. Nor will you truly 
know whether to forgive, when your father says 
to you: “Son, forgive me for having begotten 
you.” 





Statement by Linus Pauling about Russian Bomb Tests 
31 August 1961 


It has been reported by Tass News Agency 
that the USSR has made the decision to resume 
the experimental tests of nuclear weapons and 
to create a series of gigantic nuclear bombs 
with yields equivalent to 20, 30, 50, and 100 
million tons of TNT. 

Speaking for scientists all over the world, 
I strongly urge that the Soviet government 
reconsider this decision to resume the testing 
of nuclear weapons and to expand its nuclear 
arsenal. 


The militaristic act of resuming the testing 
of these terrible weapons of mass destruction 
and death would be a dreadful blow to peace 
and morality and to the hope of people all 
over the world for achieving the goal of 
general and complete disarmament. 


If the Soviet Union were to resume the 
testing of nuclear weapons, there is no doubt 
that the United States would also initiate 
tests of nuclear weapons and that more and 
more nations would in the next few years 
develop stockpiles of these weapons. How 
could we then continue to hope that world 
destruction could be averted? 


The stockpiles of nuclear weapons that are 
now in existence are great enough to destroy 
our civilization and perhaps even to bring 
an end to the human race. There is no defense 
against nuclear weapons that cannot be over- 


come by increasing the scale of the attack. 
There is no way of limiting war between great 
powers to the use of small nuclear bombs, 
when great bombs exist and the great govern- 
ments are unrestrained in their militarism. 

I strongly condemn the militaristic actions 
of any government that increase the danger of 
war and make it harder to achieve general and 
complete disarmament and peace throughout 
the world. If the Soviet government were to 
resume the testing of nuclear weapons, or if 
the American government were to resume 
testing, this action would be a militaristic 
action of this sort. 

I urge that the Soviet Union not embark 
upon this program, and that in the meantime 
a penetrating discussion of the great world 
problem of the existence of nuclear weapons 
and the need for disarmament through inter- 
national agreement be initiated in the United 
Nations. 

The discoveries of scientists during past 
decades have made it possible for us to 
envisage a world in which human beings can 
live happy and productive lives, free from the 
major part of the misery of man’s natural 
condition. In the name of science, I ask that 
the Soviet Government reconsider its decision 
and exert its great influence in the struggle 
for peace rather than in the preparation for 
catastrophic war. 
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The other day a television producer called me up and invited me 
to be interviewed on his program about the Eichmann trial. After I 
expressed compliance, the man kept calling me rather frequently, each 
time inquiring, with the artificial sleekness of the professional salesman, 
into my personal views and opinions. I soon realized that I was being 
subjected to some kind of preliminary censorship to establish whether or 
not my convictions could be aired over a television network. Not heed- 
ing the impulse to conceal my true convictions just so as to be allowed 
to address an airwave audience, I quickly became “self-incriminating.” 
The producer’s inquiries were involved masterpieces of construction in 
which ten irrelevant questions concealed the inquisitor’s true point of 
concern. During the final prolonged telephone conversation, and after 
my interrogator was satisfied that there were no philosophical differences 
between us as to the weather and baseball, he asked the question: “Do 
you believe that it could happen here too?” “Certainly,” I answered, 
“in fact much of ‘it’ not only can happen here, but is already happen- 
ing.” Our conversation lasted for another half an hour, although it 
was quite obvious that I was no longer going to appear on the television 
program. I had disqualified myself unequivocally and irrevocably. I had 
made the one statement the producer was most afraid to have said over 
“his” air. 

Having lost the opportunity of addressing millions of television 
viewers, I put all my fervor into attempts to influence the thinking of 
this one man. I told him that his overriding concerns — not to shock 
his television audience, to flatter his listeners as incapable of wrong- 
doing, to say only what he conjectured they wanted to hear — was in 
itself a great part of “it,” “it” referring to the perverted frame of mind 
of the German generation that begot the Hitlerian nightmare. I 
referred to questions he had asked me during a previous conversation, 
and which had become stereotypes in analyzing the Nazi period: “Why 
did the German people comply with all of Hitler’s excesses?” “Why 
didn’t they rebel?” “Where were the dissenters?” “What happened to 
the opposition to the Nazis?” I told the television producer that if he 
took an objective, ‘searching look at himself, he should have no 
difficulty understanding the Germans’ compliance with Hitler, since he 
himself was doing nothing but complying with and conforming to the 
prevailing official and accepted doctrines. If he thought our Government 
terribly wrong on some fateful issue, would he display the civil courage 
and responsibility to say so to his multi-million audience? “But this 
would put me out of business,” the man answered, unaware of the 
similarity between his motivations and those of the Germans who failed 
to raise their voices against Hitler — except that in Nazi Germany the 
gamble would have involved not only one’s business, but also social 
status, personal “freedom,” and one’s life. ; 

I recount this conversation because it indicates how dated all 
specuiations are as to whether fascism is or is not possible in America. 
To a great degree it already constitutes the American reality. If the 
elimination of individual thinking is the most fundamental: prerequisite 
of fascist rule, then present day America is better prepared for fascist 
rule than was Germany in the early thirties and much better than Italy 
ever became under Mussolini. 

Never before has any people been more indoctrinated to condone 
and support any foreign excesses and transgressions of their government 
as long as such transgressions are believed to be expedient. Never before 
has a people been so successfully taught to overcome all moral scruples 
that accompany benefits accruing from injury to others. To bring about 
this cruel, unscrupulous attitude, the public had to be indoctrinated in 
a fundamentally pessimistic view of man. 

The “American philosophy” views man as a two-legged hyena, in- 
capable of responding to anything but greed. This has been our ultimate 
argument against all radical reformers. Our “ideological” argument 
against communism and socialism of any variety has been that man 


is incapable of adapting to a system of human relations that, instead of. 


being regulated by private incentives, would be based on “idealistic” 
justice. Former President Eisenhower has propagated this pessimistic 
view of man from the summit of his official pronouncements. 


COERCERS OF MIND 


The American Experience is unique in history. It has provided a 
social reality that cannot be measured or comprehended by any standards 
previously known to social and political science. The American system 
of domestic ruling has no parallel in the past history of mankind. Nor 
could it have evolved in any other place or era. It took the coincidence 
of relative geographic isolation from the rest of the world and a 
revolutionary development of domestic mass communication to make 
this unique system of power preservation possible. The American ‘autoc- 
racy does not rule primarily through a self-serving system of laws, nor 
through the physical power of execution; it relies decisively and 
successfully on psychological means. Rulers of the past have known 
how to make their wishes prevail over contrary wishes; they have often 
perfected the means of eliminating centers of potential challenge to them. 
From Nero to Hitler they have known how to cope with their opponents, 
but they have never before developed an effective science of preventing 
the very birth of opposition. This has become the patent of the 


—"SEse "SEadow Over America” by Mary Hays Welk in the August and ber, 
1960 issues of TMO. a i i oe ee 
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American plutocracy. It is primarily a psychological science or art. 
If America does not as yet have concentration camps in operation (some 
are in a passive state of readiness*); if we have “only” hundreds, 
and not millions, of political prisoners; if we need not yet shiver at 
each sight of a policeman, it is not because the American oligarchy finds 
such means more abhorrent than any oligarchy ever did, but because 
it has devised a more fundamental and effective method of making the 
populace comply with its interests. This is a system of ruling which 
uses as its chief instrument the destruction of the people’s mind. It js 
an Orwellian world, in which the elaborate field of power is mass 
psychology. To stupify man before he can conceivably become one’s 
challenger seems to be the formula. Those American psychiatrists and 
statisticians who put our ratio of mental cases at ten per cent, have 
“forgotten” to look for additional “cases” at least in one social stratum: 
amongst themselves. It is more than an exercise in dramatic presentation 
to contend that present day America is a continent-wide mental asylum. 
(There is an all-important difference between making such a statement 
out of bitterness and making it out of concern with the social tasks 
ahead.) 

Hitler could not have launched his foreign adventures had he not 
first erected concentration camps and an elaborate police. machinery that 
kept the populace in check. Stalin would never have established and 
preserved his dictatorship were it not for his bloody purges. But 
America has proved capable of eliminating all: political representation 
except that of the ruling plutocracy, of depriving labor of all and any 
independent political role, of bringing about an amazing conformity of 
virtually the entire press, of overthrowing uncompliant foreign govern- 
ments, of pushing the world towards disastrous military encounters with- 
out resorting to the open police state. This became unnecessary; mass 
psychology has been applied to bring about an even greater degree of 
compliance than traditional totalitarian tools can produce. 


NON-CONTROVERSIAL CONTROVERSIES 


Recently, I have listened to a radio discussion between Senator 
Barry Goldwater and one of his “liberal” senatorial colleagues. The two 
opponents were “fighting it out” in what appeared to be an extreme 
controversy. They were “attacking” each other and each other’s views, 
each talking with vehemence against his opponent. When I reviewed the 
scale of their varying opinions, I could not but be amazed at their basic 
similarity. Why did they argue, I asked myself. I then realized that 
the debate, and all similar controversies in our public forums, was a 
subterfuge, an Ersatz of a true public controversy. It is impossible to 
keep one hundred and eighty million people in one mood and frame of 
mind. To exercise control over the poles of disagreement, controversies 
are staged whose scope is limited in advance so as to prevent more 
radical dissension. It is a function of this deceptive method that political 
diversity, which is an unavoidable mark of democracy, is trapped in 
Amercia within the narrow confines of the Republican and the Demo- 
cratic party, no one knowing quite the difference between them. In the 
absence of ideological differences, one may believe the two-party system 
to be replaceable by a one-party system. Nothing could be more 
erroneous. The moment the two ideologically identical parties would 
merge, a new opposition party would come into being. The danger, as 
viewed by the autocracy, would be that the new party would probably 
assume a more meaningful and radical political role. To avert this, a 
pretense of public controversies is staged, absorbing and neutralizing the 
natural tendency to challenge those in power. More candidly monolithic 
regimes have also resorted to similar devices for channeling and 
controlling unavoidable dissension. Their slates of candidates for public 
office usually include, in addition to the official representatives of the 
totalitarian party, candidates unaffiliated but friendly to the regime. 

When means are found for apparent diversity in the press, without 
the diversity actually being produced, this is a contribution to the 


-American psycho-political system of ruling. All totalitarian regimes 


reduce the number of newspapers in their countries. They enforce 2 
monolithic press by eliminating those organs that do not support them. 
Neither Hitler nor Stalin found ways of controlling the editorial policies 
of all the newspapers in Germany and Russia. They therefore closed 
down the ones they could not control. That’s why there were so few 
newspapers in Nazi Germany and why there are so few in the Soviet 
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Union. Only in America is it possible to allow nearly two thousand 


newspapers to exist without running the risk of any opposition of 


significance. In fact, the hold our plutocracy has over our press has, 
antithetically, produced more newspapers than we might have under 


conditions of true freedom. America is the first and only country in 
which conformity resulted in more rather than fewer newspapers. 


THE AFFLICTION OF THOSE “IMMUNE” 

The ruler whose message is carried on the guns of his domestic 
policemen inhibits the actions of those who do not wish him well; but, 
the ruler who finds subliminal channels to his subjects’ minds can 
perform that surgery which precludes desire to oppose him, or, falling 
short of this, can pervade even the minds of his opponents. 

The so-called American liberal is often a socio-political phenomenon 
that has no parallel in other countries. As represented in the U.S. 
Congress and by those portions of our monolithic press which through 
peculiar semantics lay claim to the label “liberal,” he shares more with 
the French Pujadists than with the bona fide European liberals. When 
he claims to be in opposition to the government, the scope of his 
dissension may well be limited to a few pennies of an hourly wage of 
the underdog. He may “even” be so “progressive” as to demand that 
when issues of public health are considered the profits of the drug and 
medical lobby are not the exclusive determining factor. When, however, 
you discuss with him global issues or the overall moral decay of the 
American system, the difference between him and the most reactionary 
American wing becomes less apparent. He then emerges not only as an 
ideological and chauvinistic comrade of hurrah-patriots, but also as 
one who shares their intolerance of dissension. He is a progressive only 
when compared with Senator Goldwater; and let us not lose sight of 
the fact that the European counterparts of Goldwater belong to the 
dark ages past. An ideological survey would put Senator Goldwater 
much to the right of Generalissimo Franco, and the American liberals 
to the right of the most conservative British Conservatives. The entire 
socio-political range as represented in the U.S. Congress is narrower, 
more conservative and chauvinistic than the ideological poles of the 
British Conservative Party alone. The piratical activities and political 
influence of such American organizations as the National Association of 
Manufacturers and the American Medical Association are in more 
enlightened countries properly prosecuted as crimes, while the program 
of American “liberals” seems quite reactionary even to extreme foreign 
reactionaries. 


THE MORAL DILEMMA 


It is discouraging to realize that even political critics of the 
American scene often do not know the true dilemma of our times. 
Their political and social postulates may slightly vary from the official 
ones, but their rebellion is not of the needed moral nature. In spite 
of the political differences between themselves and the targets of their 
criticism, they often share with the latter moral corruption and semantic 
confusion. A reformism thus misconceived looks bright only as long 
as it has no opportunity of dominating society. Adlai Stevenson provides 
a sad case in point. His appeal to a great portion of the American 
people in years past was based on the impression that here was first 
and foremost a restorer of moral standards and intellectual integrity. 
His performance in the United Nations, however, proved him as 
capable of distortion, deceit and camouflage as was his predecessor 
Henry Cabot Lodge. 

Babbitt is not a monopoly of the American Legion; you can find 
him at the other American ideological pole as well. Picnics, “socials,” 
cocktail or bingo parties as substitutes for sophisticated socio-political 
activity are resorted to not only by reactionary organizations. The man 
who voluntarily places his brain on our power elite’s operation table 
is, morally, not very different from his mediocre “liberal” counterpart 
who tells you why effective peace action must be forfeited lest it invite 
“too much” pressure and lead to “too” difficult tasks. If political con- 
formity has not yet reached into every last corner of the American 
scene, mental mediocrity certainly has. And so has a cynical, manipula- 
live attitude towards truth and genuineness. How would America 
change were such people to come to power? Certainly there would be a 
teshuffling of the partisan forces, but the moral atmosphere of the 
country would hardly alter. 


HISTORY'S STUPID ORGY 


What are the prospects and what is the salvation of a society 
whose mind has been so greatly destroyed? Two courses are possible. 
Only one of them can be envisaged with clarity. This is the course 
to the ultimate decline of our civilization. Nothing exceptional need 
happen for it to come about;.a natural-development along the path 
we have been treading will lead us to the ultimate disaster. We will go 
on being super-patriots, flattering and complimenting each other. With 
our conformity we will nip every great thought and ray of salvation 
in the bud. We will stifle our scruples and inner voice of conscience, 
convincing ourselves that adapting to the general scheme, gaining 
acceptance from others is happiness. We will do what the Germans 
did under Hitler: demand compliance and excommunicate the few 
dissenters. We will keep shrinking our human stature until mediocrity is 
universal — as is nearly the case now. In the name of all these Ersatz 
values, we will tolerate and comply with whatever our powers-that-be 
do or make us do. In the process we may annihilate whole nations and 
ourselves. The technical blueprints for this course are all charted. 
They are kept in the guarded safes of our military headquarters. And 
then we will be known to the remnants of the world as a civilization 
that had drunk itself to death. We will then have enjoyed the bloodiest 
and most stupid orgy in history. 


THE NEED FOR GREATNESS 


The alternative course would have to be so new, so different from 
any known to us, that it is virtually impossible to envisage it with any 
precision. Some sick civilizations have been known to recover. This 
might happen to us. True greatness knows no external limitations. It 
can be born in the suffocating mediocrity and pettiness of our generation. 
If it is true that historic necessities give birth to the genius, then a 
genius must be born in our midst. The need for him could not be 
more desperate. 

Our need for greatness-is the more-desperate because, in other parts 
of the world, it has emerged and it is shaping the destinies of peoples. 
Expedient or hypocritical as is our official hostility towards China, it will 
not determine the historic nature of the renascence of 600 million people. 
If the American Revolution has had an historic impact that could not 
be obliterated. by the opposition of the British Crown, certainly the 
assertion of dignity by the most populous nation in the world is going 
to survive as a still greater inspiration to mankind. We may disagree 
politically with certain facets of the Chinese Revolution, but its overall 
progressive nature, when denied, only testifies to the shortsightedness of 
he who denies it. Nor is China’s present greatness an exception. The 
Soviet society may be far and remote from our ideals or even its own, 
but the accomplishments of the relatively brief post-Stalin era would 
have been impossible without greatness of inspiration. Even illiterate 
peoples of Africa, for centuries held back in their development by 
colonial rule, surge towards greatness often before their educational level 
enables them to discern the practical mechanisms of application. World- 
wide, ours are great times, perhaps the greatest of all times; and no 
nation can survive such an era unless it makes itself a part of greatness. 

Among Americans who have not been afflicted by the mediocrity 
of the prevailing standards there is a despairing search for greatness. The 
post-war interest of the American reading public in the bitter writings 
of Franz Kafka is a manifestation of that despair. The search for a 
purpose in living is responsible for the sudden popularity of Jean-Paul 
Sartre in America. So is the renewed interest in Hegel’s idealism. Many 
have turned for inspiration to Mahatma Gandhi, others to Zen, Yoga 
and other eastern philosophies. These seekers are alert to welcome 
the needed genius. But even those who never rebel in any way against 
the prevailing standards live in such a world of falsehood that the 
thunder and summons of greatness would awaken them as well. 

If the smallness of environment can beget an individual flash of 
greatness, then our times and our society are such, that virtually any 
idiot can be converted into a genius. Of one thing we can be certain. 
If this American generation produces the desperately needed genius, it 
will not be a fascist or evil genius. Present day America cannot possibly 
produce this. The fascist, uncritical frame of mind has become so 
universally the standard, that its cohesion is mediocrity. To be a part 
of it, or indeed to lead it, nothing but orthodoxy and mediocrity are 

required. The only genius therefore that America can produce is the 
enlightened, virtuous genius. When it comes, we will know it. Its truth 
will strike us with the force of lightning, disintegrating the mental 
Potemkin villages in which we have been residing. The striking power 
of truth is never as great as when it hits the apparent rock of falsehood 
which then bursts like a bubble. The effect of a light ray is greatest 
in the darkest of nights. 

When will our genius come? Will it be in time to shock us into 
a realization of the truth around us? Or will its birth be a miscarriage, 
after hope has been extinguished? Will it be a man, or a thought, or 
a movement? Or will it be a spontaneous awakening of a drunkard- 
nation? In the absence of answers to these questions, the anticipation of 
greatness is perhaps no more than the mysticism of desperation. But I 
wish it were more than that. And I wish the genius, whatever its form, 
would emerge before it is too late for all of us. 


October 1961 @ 
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Towards the end of 1958 the nuclear powers 
themselves became frightened by the possible 
consequences of further nuclear testing and 
called it quits for a while (except for the 
minor delusions of grandeur recently experi- 
enced by the French and their current 
Napoleon). 


In May 1959, a representative of the U.S. 
Atomic Energy Commission gave testimony 
before a Congressional committee about the 
total amount of bomb tests that have been 
carried out. He stated that the United States 
and Great Britain together had tested bombs 
with a total of 66 megatons of fission and the 
Soviet Union had tested bombs with a total 
of 26 megatons of fission up to the end of 1958 
(this is one lead over the Russians the 
propaganda sewers of Madison Avenue have 
preferred not to capitalize on). The total of 
all bombs tested is accordingly 92 megatons of 
fission; to this we must add however, an equal 
amount of fusion, the reaction of nuclei of 
lithium and deuterium atoms to form helium, so 
that the total energy tested so far (according 
to these figures) is about 180 megatons, or 
about 60 times the explosive energy that was 
used in World War II. Since 1958 and major 
testing, bombs of the 20-40 megaton class have 
been reported. Predictions as to fallout time 
for the existent debris in our upper atmosphere 
caused by bombs already exploded were seri- 
ously in error — 75-100% in error that is. 
The expected peak of fallout is not yet upon 
us; it is to occur in 1962-1965. 


“Merchants of destruction” still advocate 
more testing, more arms, more possibility and 
probability of death. This offers a curious 


paradox — already principal antagonists possess - 


considerable “overkill” capacity to eliminate all 
life on earth. 


WHAT CAN ONE H-BOMB 
DO TO A CITY? 


he fission of one cubic foot of uranium, 
which has taken place in a single nuclear explo- 
sion, releases about the same amount of 
energy as all the bombs and shells that have 
been used by all countries throughout all the 
wars of history. The nuclear explosions actually 
fissioned in the first atomic explosions at 
Alamagordo (first A-bomb test), Hiroshima, 
and Nagasaki would in each case fill about 
three tablespoons. 


Consider the effects of a “small” atomic 
bomb, exploded underground on September 19, 
1957 — smaller than most of the weapons that 
are now called “small tactical” weapons. Ten 
times smaller than the Hiroshima bomb. This 
amount of nuclear explosive would fill a tea- 
spoon. This little explosive released about 
three times the total explosive energy of all 
bombs dropped on London during the biggest 
raid on that city during World War II. It 
crushed 400,000 tons of rock and produced 
eathquake effects that were registered 2,000 
miles away. A year and one half later 
temperature of rock in the immediate test 
area still was close to 180° F. Explosions a 
thousand times larger can be produced by a 


Mr. Bernhardt is a biologist and a mathematician. 
*The United States has at least ten times as many 
bombs as needed to destroy the world, and Russia has at 
least half as many. Together they possess at least 75,000 
nuclear bombs and devices. . ; 
**The unfortunate British could be polished off easily 
with 50 H-bombs. Her Majesty's Government disagrees 
joes. 
***See Justice William O. Douglas’s “The American 
Character’ in the August, 1961 issue of TMO. 
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The Dangers of Radioactive Fallout and Nuclear Bomb; 


By Eugene T. Bernhardt 


bomb small enough to be carried in a fighter 
plane. 

The effects of an H-bomb explosion have 
been carefully measured — described in The 
Effects of Nuclear Weapons, published by the 
U.S. Printing Office in 1957, in Nuclear 
Explosions and their Effects, published by the 
Ministry of Information and Broadcasting, 
Delhi, India, in 1970 Without Arms Control, a 
National Planning Association pamphlet; and 
elsewhere. 

Atomic bombs ten times the size of the one 
dropped at Hiroshima have been reportedly 
tested. They are small compared to H-bombs. 
When an H-bomb is detonated, more energy is 
concentrated into a region of a relatively few 
cubic feet for a brief instant of time than is 
generated at Grand Coulee Dam during an 
entire year. Thirty-four percent of the energy 
of the H-bomb is given off as light and heat 
from the expanding fireball. Like the light 
from lightning flashes, it reaches out for many 
miles around, long before any sound is heard. 
People would be roasted alive by searing blue- 
white light in complete silence. Temperatures 
of thousands of degrees are reached at ground 
zero. As the fireball continues to grow, it acts 
like a gigantic blow-torch applied to the build- 
ings and inhabitants of a city. The blast effect 
would exterminate virtually all but the most 
deeply sheltered living things within a thirty- 
five mile area. Blast casualties would be severe 
in a seventy-mile area. The area would be one 
great sea of fire being fed by every conceivable 
combustible substance. Fire storms would be 
the rule, not the exception. Shelters in the 
target area would have to be deep, with built-in 
oxygen supplies and cooling systems. Simple 
family-type shelters widely advertised would 
provide only a suitable death trap by fumes or 
roasting ovens, little else. People managing 
survival in a deeply built shelter within a 
target area would in all probability suffer a 
fatal dose of radiation in the attempt to leave 
the area. Les Misérables! 

The fireball of an H-bomb forms a gigantic 
“hot air balloon” with enough lifting power to 
carry the entire population of either the United 
States or the Soviet Union into the stratosphere 
— millions of tons of vaporized and pulverized 
materials are carried many miles high. 


The crater from one multimegaton bomb 
would encompass more than a hundred city 
blocks — a depth at the center of 200 feet and 
around the edge a mound five stories high. Into 
this crater you could throw the Pentagon, the 
Kremlin and the Pyramids of Egypt and still 
have room left over. At the rate of 1,000 cubic 
feet of water per second it would take a month 
to fill up. 

These would be the remains of a city after a 
10-megaton H-bomb explosion (no need to 
consider a 20 or 40-megaton explosion) -— its 
center turned into a volcanic lake, the entire 
city on fire; and, in a city like New York, an 
estimated seven and one-half million casualties 
— more than all casualties in all wars engaged 
in by the United States. 


In 1959 a Special Subcommittee on Radiation 
of the Joint Congressional Committee on 
Atomic Energy provided a graphic picture of 
the effect upon the United States of a 1,500- 
megaton attack*. Testimony was taken from 
a number of experts concerning the effects of a 
simultaneous attack upon 224 centers, about 
half of them military. Results: 25 million 
deaths the first day, 25 million fatally injured, 
and 20 million injured but not fatally. These 
are the immediate estimates for they included 
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only casualties from blast, direct thermal effects 
and radiation, they do not include secon 
effects which cause death, secondary effect; 
being the disorganization of society, a dis. 
ruption of transportation and communication, 
massive fires, extinction of livestock, spread of 
disease, genetic damage, or ingestion of radio. 
active materials. Attacks larger than 1,50) 
megatons are feasible — A 20,000-mcgaton 
attack would virtually eliminate all life in the 
United States other than that in water.** 





































































Though light and heat, blast and shock before 
account for most of the energy of the H-bomb, > 
they do not necessarily account for most of § V Cm 
the death and damage over a considerable span cancer. 
of time. 15% of the bomb’s energy appears as es 
nuclear radiation (5% initially, 10% residual), a ~ 
The fallout carrying the residual radiation i; §" “ 
among the most potent poisons known. a 

FALLOUT CAUSED BY BOMBS leukerr 

First let me say that practically all scientists and fi 
agree that all forms of high energy radiation are jg 0™> 
harmful to humans. Few scientific sources 160.00 
refute this, although many scientific reports and be 
grossly understate possible damage. to die 

Thirty years ago, Prof. M. J. Muller dis. Ger 
covered that X-rays (one of the many forms of § reache 
radiation) can damage genes. Since that time § tion ¢ 
it has been found that all kinds of high-energy § 10 lea 
radiation can cause mutations. Geneticists al] @ ful st 
over the world agree that the high energy ma- &§ Engla 
terials liberated into the atmosphere by nuclear @ dama: 
bombs are causing mutations. The culprit that § given 
causes most genetic damage is a fission product Wh 






called cesium-137. It has been estimated by 
competent authority that 140,000 children in 
the world have been or will be caused to be 
born with gross physical or mental defects as 
a result of mutations caused by the bomb tests 
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thus far. These children will spend their lives § in th 
in a mental institution because of mental § xoop 
deficiency or have a disease such as chondro- @ ment 
dystrophy which causes them to become dwarfs. @ ‘nucle 
This estimate is based on the assumption that § inter 
about 10% of all mutation in human beings are § artic 
caused by background radiation to which all § in th 
human beings are subjected. This is a con- §@ for | 
servative estimate when compared to other § majc 
studies the author has investigated. ably 

The national leader who gives the order to Jost 
test a great nuclear bomb should know that he te ‘ 
is dooming approximately 15,000 children to be yo 
born in this world with gross physical and pe 
mental defects, and to live a life of suffering = 
and misery. In the event of survival after a “a 
nuclear war, the genetic damage and possible an 
tragic results for future generations stagger the aa 
imagination. It is easy to understand why we 











Bertrand Russell said that “the pollution of the 
atmosphere with radioactive materials is the 
most wicked thing we have ever done.” Dr. 
Linus Pauling has analyzed the effects of 
carbon-14 produced by the bomb tests and has 
found that since 1954, the amount of carbon-14 
in the atmosphere is increasing steadily at the 
rate of 2% a year. Carbon-14 is built into the 
bodies of human beings along with ordinary 
carbon. Carbon-14 atoms are radioactive and 
they irradiate the tissues of the human body. 
It has a long life — 8,000 years. Human beings 
will continue to be damaged for a long time to 
come. Dr. Pauling estimates that the total 
number of children that will be born with gross 
physical and mental defects as a result of 
carbon-14 from bomb tests is 1,250,000. 
Carbon--14 will cause more human suffering 
over a long span of time than the other fission 
products. 
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In addition to genetic damage, people are 
peing damaged in other ways. The principal one 
is cancer. Perhaps as many as a million will 
be caused to die of cancer as a result of damage 
jone by radioactive fallout. Cancer culprits 
consist Of cesium-137, iodine-131, carbon-14, 
and the familiar strontium-90. It is probable 
that about 10%of all cases of cancer are caused 
by background radiation (natural radiation and 
cosmic rays). The fallout in 1959 was 5% of 
the background radiation and it continues to 
increase (peak fallout not expected until 1962- 
1965). Strontium-90 continues to fall to the 
earth getting into food, especially milk and then 
it is built into the bones of humans. Every 
human has strontium-90 in his body today — 
pefore 1945 nobody had it. Strontium-90 
iradiates the bone marrow and bone tissue in 
such a way as to cause leukemia and bone 
cancer. Todine-131 irradiates the thyroid, and 
causes cancer of the thyroid. Cesium-137 and 
carbon-14 irradiate all of the tissues in the body 
and cause all kinds of cancer. 

Dr. Pauling estimates, on the basis of quanti- 
tative information from the incidence of 
leukemia in Hiroshima and Nagasaki survivors 
and from other medical research, that the 
bomb tests carried out thus far will cause 
160.000 people now living to die of leukemia 
and bone cancer, and about a million altogether 
to die of cancer of all kinds. 


Generally speaking all geneticists have 
reached the conclusion that high-energy radia- 
tion causes mutations in human beings such as 
to lead to the birth of defective children. Care- 
ful studies by Drs. Steward and Hewitt in 
England strongly support the estimates about 
damage due to fallout radioactivity that are 
given above. 

When and if the worry about fallout by 
bomb tests ends, we will have to tackle the 
problem of “fallout” from nuclear waste pres- 
ently being mishandled by the AEC and private 
enterprise. The shoddy record of private 
enterprise and the Atomic Energy Commission 
in this field calls for a special federal agency 
yooperating with state and local health depart- 
ments. And with the growing number of 
uclear powers, the problem also calls for an 
international agency. Many bold and factual 
articles have been written by competent people 
in the less widely read periodicals. The reason 
for the lack of bold factual material in the 
major news media on most vital subjects was 
ably described by William O. Douglas, Associate 
Justice of the U.S. Supreme Court: “We have 
... Suffered a decline in ethics. Government 
has become a stepping stone to individual ad- 
vancement in the business or industry that its 
particular agency regulates . . . The vast decay 
that has permeated our system extends to those 
who exploit our communication media. The 
standard of public interest seems to be more 
and more the wish or caprice of the sponsor 
who is nervous lest his products become 
associated with controversial subjects. So a 
great leveling influence reduced the communica- 
tions media to mediocrity.***” 


WHY DO SCTENT'STS 
DISAGREE ON THE DANGERS? 

There is a lack of data on long-term effects. 
Dr. Charles L. Dunham, of the AEC Division 
of Biology and Medicine, has estimated that 
it would take 1-15 years to learn by experience 
what precise effects strontium-90 has on dogs, 
therefore on humans. Others stress that over- 
estimating the fallout danger is bad for science 
and inhibits research. Still others stress that 
underestimating the fallout danger may wreak 

iteperable havoc on the human race. 
The stand taken in regard to the “threshold 
problem” (point below or above which radia- 
tion doses are harmful) sees the geneticists 















































































and present government policy diametrically 
opposed. As stated before, geneticists agree that 
there is almost certainly no threshold so far 
as genetic damage is concerned. The same 
assumption by many experts has been made for 
bone cancer and leukemia — there is no “safe 
dosage.” Government policy (e.g. in the main, 
the military mind) oftimes minimizes dangers 
of fallout (Armed Forces Special Weapons, by 
Dr. Frank Shelton) to little or nothing by 
stating that explosions totaling 30,000 megatons 
would be required to bring the average amount 
of strontium-90 in human bones up to the 
“danger point.” This “danger point” would 
be 5 to 10 points below that necessary to pro- 
duce a barely “detectable increase” in the rate 
of bone cancer or leukemia. 

The AEC and people like Dr. Frank H. 
Shelton often make statements regarding fall- 
out such as “negligible,” “average,” and “barely 
detectable.” These words are very interesting 
— making fallout a statistical problem rather 
than a personal human problem. Comparisons 
are often made between risks from fallout and 
risks of driving a car or smoking cigarettes, 
or from natural background radiation. Compar- 
ing the risk of fallout to that of smoking 
cigarettes is misleading; people have a choice 
in regard to cigarettes. While the author lived 
in the South Pacific during the years of 1953- 
1955, the people in that area did not have a 


choice in the matter of bomb tests. As I recall 
they were not consulted. The word “average” 
is very deceiving — ignoring variation within 
average (e.g. worldwide fallout distribution 
patterns). Fallout is unevenly distributed on 
the earth. It is reputed to be highest in the 
world in the United States. 

The AEC and the Pentagon justify continuing 
of tests with certain harm to some people in 
order to avoid the possibility of a greater 
catastrophe resulting from an attack by the 
Soviets. There is talk of “clean bombs” and 
“neutron bombs” — all “necessary” to fill 
“the gap.” In each case most of the talk is 
designed to lend false urgency to the need for 
continuing tests. An uninformed or mis- 
informed populace can be told or conditioned 
to believe anything. 

The first man who wanted to leave the cave 
was perhaps considered subversive by his 
fellow cavemen. Today we are grateful to this 
man who dared to be creative in thought and 
action. Curiously enough however, today the 
man who protests upon being forced back into 
the cave (bomb “shelter”) is considered sub- 
versive. Man’s history seems to have evolved 
in a circle. I shudder to think of just where 
mankind would be now if it were not for those 
all too precious few who dare to live and think 
creatively. I can see very little creativity about 
man-made caves... 
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In Defense of R.O.T.C. 


By Grayfred B. Gray 


While we dissent from virtually every statement made in the article presented here, we 


publish it to encourage polemic. 


We hope that some of the student readers’ responses to Mr. 


Gray’s article will express our own reasons for disagreeing with it. 


An article entitled “Militarism: University 
Style” appeared in the June 1961 TMO. The 
writer, Roger Schneier, tried to establish that 
the Reserve Officers Training Corps (ROTC) is 
harmful to society”. I shall not make a positive 
case for ROTC, but Schneier’s criticisms should 
be answered. 


Schneier suggests that an individual who 
studies military strategy as part of a college 
course cannot “be expected to work for or 
even believe in peace and intellectual integrity”. 
Aside from the obvious fact that the study of 
one subject can hardly close the mind of an 
intelligent person to other ideas, we might 
note that throughout history there have been 
men who studied the ways of war and still 
ardently sought for the paths of peace. Are we 
to believe that George Washington and Robert 
E. Lee were not peace-loving men of intellectual 
integrity? The writer implies that the ROTC 
student is subject to “stringent controls”. This 
is contrary to fact. Discipline in ROTC is 
notoriously lax. The assertion that participa- 
tion in ROTC inhibits the free thought of 
intelligent individuals is without foundation. 


It is unfortunate that Schneier finds marching 
young men a “frightening sight”, but it proves 
nothing. The fact that in a military organiza- 
tion there is a system of rank, even among 
cadets, is reasonable in view of its purpose. 
Group and personal pride are important in a 
military unit as in any society. To ridicule a 
cadet of proud bearing for being “like Hitler” 
and for tin soldierism is both poor humor and 
pointless as evidence of the harmful character 
of the ROTC. 


*This feature is reserved for contributions by students. 
Each contributor is awarded a complimen subscription 
o TMO for himself or for the person or library of his 
choice. 

Mr. Gray has recently graduated from Washington & 
Lee University in Lexington, Va. 
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—Ed. 

Since ROTC students are civilians, there is 
no standing regulation which forbids them to 
petition. Ciearly, however, what one does 
outside an organization may well have a bearing 
on his relation to that organization. The fact 
that Schneier could get no signatures on his 
petitions, even when people assured him that 
they agreed with him, is indicative more of 
the failure of ROTC to draw the best men 
than of its success in instilling fear. A man of 
conviction would sign the petition he agreed 
with despite the price. It is absurd to assert 
that the reason for refusal to sign is simple fear. 

Schneier says, “America has never been more 
ready for militarism.” However true this may 
be his statements do not support the contention. 
It is not true that the “average American lives 
in mortal terror of the ‘communist menace’ ”, 
and the proof of this lies in the fantastic efforts 
being made by organizations such as the John 
Birch Society to awaken the American people. 
To describe today as “peace time” as Schneier 
does is to ignore the direction of our national 
energies. We do not refer to these times as 
the cold war because we think it is peace. 

Schneier suggests an inappropriate analogy 
between ROTC, narcotics, and the Communist 
Party. The analogy breaks down because the 
essential point in evaluating the three is not the 
voluntary character of participation as Schneier 
suggests. The ROTC is not considered a 
menace because its purpose is to train men to 
defend our rights. The Communist Party is 
considered a menace because it opposes the 
exercise of many of our traditionally conceived 
rights. 

Terror terms and ridicule have too long been 
the tools of criticism. Impressionistic criticism, 
such as Schneier’s, is impressive to the enquiring 
mind only when it is supported by reason and 
fact. In a time of crisis the need is for 
rational and factual criticism. 
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Last April 8 there occurred an event in Cambridge, Massachusetts 
which, though more significant than the recent space. flights of Yuri 
Gagarin and Alan Shepard, scarcely attracted more than a line 
or two of small print in the back pages of the NEw York TIMEs and 
no attention whatsoever in the tabloids. The circumstances surrounding 
this event were the centennial celebrations of the founding of the 
Massachusetts Institute of Technology. Yet of all the distinguished 
scientists and educators who were there, it was just one who quietly 
dropped the bombshell and then just as quietly returned to his labors in 
Santa Monica, California. 


The bombshell? Only a few who had well-tuned ears heard it 
explode. But I shall quote directly from that one physicist’s remarks 
and ask whether they would not have sent a shiver of shock, disbelief, 
and unmitigated horror reverberating through every literate man, woman 
and child throughout the world: “J can build a device — I think I 
know how to do it today, I doubt that it would take me ten years to do 
and I doubt that it would cost me ten billion dollars — and this device 
which I could bury, say, 2,000 feet underground and, if detonated, it 
would destroy everybody in the world — at least all unprotected life. 
It can be done, I believe. In fact, I know it can be done. 

“I could say, ‘Look, I'll connect this up to a high-speed computer 
so that, if the Soviets or any other nations do any one of the following 
acts — say, explode five bombs over the United States, or take over 
Berlin, or insult our ambassador in Laos . . . whatever the fact may be. 
You list them with great detail and tremendous clarity — that’s a very 
important thing. If the computer detects others violating ANY of these 
particular items, it will blow up the world, and one wouldn’t worry 
about the consequences because they wouldn't do it, of course.’ 

“This device certainly fulfills the requirement that it deter. It’s 
frightening. It’s persuasive. It’s inexorable — that is, you can’t blackmail 
it. You have no problems with strange environments. You can make 
it invulnerable — really invulnerable. It has no problems with 
humanitarian impulses. I mean, it would deter. It’s inexpensive, and I 
think I could do it for about ten per cent of the price of the Strategic 
Air Command.*” 

The name of this device? Its would-be creator calls it The 
Doomsday Machine. And the author of these remarks? One Herman 
Kahn, physicist and military analyst for the United States Air Force- 
supported Rand Corporation and craftsman of that recently much- 
discussed book, On Thermonuclear War. 


I thereupon decided to visit the most subversive spot in the whole 
city of New York — the Central New York Public Library. There in 
the Reference Room I picked up a volume of American Men of 
Science. The description of Mr. Kahn’s technical specialties included 
that of particle diffusion. That could mean only one thing. What 
Mr. Kahn was proposing was not an earthquake machine, but a 
powerful fall-out generator in which particles of cobalt 60, strontium 
90, or a suitable mix of other elements having a long radioactive life 
would be shot up into the stratosphere and ionosphere to be distributed 
by the earth’s magnetic field and wind systems so that every living 
thing would be exposed to an overkilling dose of radioactive fall-out. 
The only ones who would escape would be those living in special 
shelters, of which none exist today, where the air and water supply 
was filtered free of radioactive contamination. 

But then, one may ask, what has Kahn’s Doomsday Machine got 
to do with nihilism? By looking in Webster’s Dictionary for the definition 
of nihilism, one will find that it is not only a doctrine which denies 
any ground of moral principles, but also holds that if conditions in 
social organization are so-very-bad, destruction is desirable for its 
own sake. 

Nihilism begins with the kindly professor who gently tells you that 
values cannot be derived from fact and that therefore all scientific tools 
and devices are ethically neutral, including their builders; and it ends 
with Kahn’s Doomsday Machine. Like Eichmann, the genocide, who 
checked on the efficiency of the gas ovens at Auschwitz, even if he did 
not design them, Mr. Kahn would no doubt construct a Doomsday 
Machine if ordered to, and have us believe that he was as completely 
free from responsibility as Eichmann claims to be. Just as the Nazis 
produced their genocides, this country which preens itself upon being 
the most idealistic, most generous, and most morally advanced: nation 
has produced the first exponent and volunteer for humanicide. 

And what is the response here to Mr. Kahn’s proposal? The same 
empty, nerveless silence that greeted the Nazi proposals to exterminate 
the Jews and Slavs. Nihilism, ultimate and total, has arrived in the 
United States. 

Of course, there will be those who will strongly object to what I’m 
saying about this man Kahn. Kahn, they will protest, is really a nice 


Mr. Hall is presently working on his doctorate in political science. 


*Herman Kahn's remarks made at M.1.T. on April 8, 1961, here quoted from 
U.S. NEWS AND WORLD REPORT of May 1, 1961. 
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Herman Kahn and the New Nihilism 


By William James Hall 


man. His main object is to deter war, and now he has proposed the 
ultimate, the perfect deterrent. Therefore instead of calling him 
cosmic criminal we should greet him as our deliverer from the scourge 
of war. And more than that, his defenders might say, “Has he not 
at last brought us God whom we had lost? The Doomsday Machine 
will be our new God — indifferent to human whims, it will keep the 
peace as long as we appease it; or send us to oblivion with scientific 
justice. We should be showering Mr. Kahn with ticker tape instead of 
our astronauts and greeting him as the greatest benefactor of all time.” 

Those who think this way, of course, assume it is the intention 
which counts rather than the: consequence. Most Westeners, mos 
Americans embrace the ethics of intention rather than the ethics of 
consequence. If I will what is right, am I responsible for the fact that 
my good intentions lead to hell? Was Eichmann responsible for the 
terrible crime of murdering millions of Jews and Slavs because he 
may have been so deluded as to believe that he was thereby improving 
the human race? And if Eichmann was mad, then where were those 
Germans who were not so mad that they might have restrained him? 
And if Eichmann was not mad, is he not responsible? 


I do not believe that either Adolf Eichmann or Herman Kahn are 
mad. They are nihilists. And where nihilism is the norm it is not 
madness; but its consequences are irrevocable. 

For leaving aside the possibility of an accident, say a short-circuit 
in the computer, Mr. Kahn is not so naive as to think that the terrible 
fear, which the Doomsday Machine would generate throughout the 
world, would not paralyze the still small voice of reason. The pallid 
giant, Fear, does his work most effectively when he paralyzes thought. 
Frightened men and nations do not reason — they grow desperate 
and are driven to desperate acts of folly. And Mr. Kahn must know 
this. Indeed the very discovery or announcement that the United States 
was building or about to build a Doomsday Machine might very well 
precipitate a preventive nuclear war risking partial destruction against 
the certainty of total destruction. For according to Mr. Kahn’s own 
conclusions, current weapons systems are not Doomsday Machines. 
Destruction would be terrible but not total and humanity’s future would 
not be foreclosed. Thus the Sino-Soviets might well reason that it 
is better to survive in part than not at all. 


Who then are the nihilists? These are the people who shout “Give 
me liberty or give me death!” when they really mean: “If you don't 
do things my way, I'll kill myself, I'll kill you, I'll kill everybody.” 
These are the people who in more sophisticated tones talk about “the 
absolute deterrent” when they mean humanicide, about “arms control” 
when they mean an unfeasible partial disarmament and a continuation 
of the arms race. These are the people who would send the Marines 
into Cuba, American troops into Laos, or “defend” the crypto-Nazis 
of West Berlin. 


But Mr. Kahn’s Doomsday Machine would substitute the greater 
nihilism for the lesser. It would not necessarily be limited to a retaliatory 
mechanism. Kahn envisages much more than that. His machine could 
react to a Soviet take-over in Berlin, an insult to our ambassador in 
Laos, maybe even an anti-colonialist revolution in Angola. The Dooms- 
day Machine will have an enormous appeal to the Know-Nothings of 
the status quo who, seeing that they cannot win any other way, would 
use Kahn’s infernal machine to obstruct any political and social change 
they did not approve of. The Doomsday Machine would become the 
ultimate instrument of tyranny; and yet it has been conceived within 
the bosom of a society which believes itself to be the most freedom- 
loving in all history. 

“Give me liberty or give me death!” When Patrick Henry spoke 
these noble words he was making a legitimate and proper decision for 
himself. He was not thinking of holding hostage all mankind. 

What can we as individuals do against the Doomsday Machine? I 
still believe in individual responsibility. If anyone orders me to do 
anything destructive to the interests of the human species, or even to 
keep silent lest I be imprisoned, deported, or smeared as an adherent 
of a doctrine I reject, I, not being a nihilist, will remain loyal to my 
species. For give me death, if thereby men may still enjoy the gift of 
the only life they shall ever know. The only true patriotism is species 
patriotism. As Jean-Paul Sartre has proclaimed: “So live that when you 
act, you may choose for all mankind.” And if men live they will live 
in freedom, for the roots of freedom are not only in America but lie 
deep in all the continents. 

I would like to see Mr. Herman Kahn brought before a United 
States court, and served with a staying order which would prevent him 
from participating in any capacity whatsoever in the construction of 
the Doomsday Machine. The prospective hostages of the Doomsday 
Machine in the United States and all other parts of the world would 
then be alerted to respond sufficiently to deter the pseudo-deterrers from 
their enterprise to end the human enterprise. 
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ANOTHER C.LA. “VICTORY”? 


It is conceivable, even if not probable, 
that the United States diplomats in charge 
of Latin American affairs were not implicated 
in Marshal Odillio Denys’s coup d’état in 
Brazil. We cannot be certain that in a few 
months or years the C.I.A. will be bragging 
of its “achievement” in Brazil as it has bragged 
of its “achievement” in Guatemala. It is 
also possible that when the deposed Brazilian 
President Dr. Janio Quadros referred to pres- 


misinformed or lying. But even in such a 
case we cannot escape at least the indirect 
responsibility for the unconstitutional develop- 
ments in Brazil. This is so because even if 
Marshal Denys acted of his own volition, his 
opposition to Senhores Janio Quadros and 
Joao Goulart could be explained by nothing 
but his fears of a hostile American reaction 
to their self-assertive, independent political 
course. 


The internal policies of former President 
Quadros were conspicuously void of any 
radical tint that could alert the military. 
The proposed resumption of commercial rela- 
tions with Communist countries was a 
measure hardly avoidable if the shaken Bra- 
zilian economy were to be put back on its 
feet. Under the circumstances Senhor Quadros’ 
orientation was nationalistic rather than any- 
thing else. Certainly it included no elements 





sures from abroad (ie. America), he was 


to elicit the extreme opposition of the military 
except for either their knowledge of or con- 
jectures as to the displeasure of the “giant 
to the north.” 

These implications will not escape the Latin 
American peoples. They are too aware of the 
real quality of U.S. Latin American diplomacy 
not to appreciate causative links, direct or 
indirect, obvious or hidden. And it is because 
of this political sophistication that they receive 
even such doctrines as “Alliance for Progress” 
with a grain of salt. So far their suspicions 


have never proved undue. . 
* * * 


AMA’S DICTATORIAL SURGERY 


The emergence of the Physicians Forums and 
other medical associations rebelling against 
the American Medical Association’s anti-social 
policies seems to have given the shakes to 
AMA’s officers. It took them no time, however, 
to think up a scheme to protect themselves from 
those conscientious physicians who are de- 
termined to retain both dignity and decency in 
their noble profession. No sooner did AMA 
sponsor the American Medical Political Action 
Committee (just think of the outcries whenever 
attempts are made to organize in this country 
a political party representing labor!), than a 
new plan was announced which was obviously 
intended to close the full circle of AMA’s 
dictatorial rule. AMA wishes to be given the 
authority of revoking medical licenses. As could 
be predicted, this demand is raised under the 


THE WAY WE SEE IT 


pretext of ridding the country of “bad doctors.” 
One can easily imagine which categories of 
doctors would be denied the right to practice 
medicine if the matter were up to AMA. Every 
honest physician who would refuse to give a 
hand to AMA’s collusion with the drug industry 
or dare to expose the malpractices of the AMA; 
every physician who, when asked by Senator 
Kefauver, would tell the truth about the dis- 
honesties in AMA-endorsed drug advertisements 
in the AMA Journal would run the risk of 
having his license revoked. Even if, on occasion, 
AMA should hesitate to resort to such open 
vindictiveness against her critics, one can well 
imagine how her totalitarian power would 
inhibit physicians from ever taking a stand 
displeasing to her officers. 

Yet AMA’s audacious demand follows the 
popular legend of self-policing. All self-policing 
agencies, whether of the advertising industry, 
the broadcasting industry or the Better Business 
Bureau, exist primarily not to enforce ethical 
standards but to avert the establishment of 
public controls. 

Just in case AMA succeeds in having her 
way on this important issue, we wish to submit 
quite a long list of “bad doctors” whose licenses 
should be considered for revocation. A con- 
sultation of the various articles on the Salk 
vaccine fraud by Professor Ernest B. Zeisler, 
which appeared in this publication, would amply 
disqualify many of AMA’s national officers and 
publication editors. If start we have to, how 
about starting with them? 








Satan. Laughton 


By Guy Albert d’Amato 


Worse than Evil 


The man who is loved merely because he 
does nothing good or bad, may be and often 
is hated in the end for the same reason. He 
causes incalculable harm merely by doing 
nothing good. Even the man who does some 
positive injury to society does some good to 
the extent of stimulating and causing to be 
created the good that will counteract his 
doings. Given a bad situation, the worse it 
is, the better it is for evolution, for one gets 
used to the bad when it does not grow worse. 
The even tenor of an evil kills the effort to 
annihilate it. The urge to crush an evil in- 
crease in proportion to the intensification of 
that evil until the point is reached when, if 
the evil still remains uncorrected, revolution 
quickens evolution to make up for the delay. 
The oppressor, in fact, creates the liberator. 
Until only the good will prevail, until there 
will be no oppressors and no liberators, both 
the good and the bad have their place in 
evolution. Evil, in the end, helps destroy 
itself. So the man who does nothing either 
way should not expect praise because he does 
no harm: he is worse than evil because he 
obstructs the force of evolution and traps 
progress in the slough of stagnation. Praise 
for doing no harm gives way in him to con- 
demnation for doing no good. He paralyzes 
evolution and becomes thereby the fortress 
of the current evil. On him depends the 
oppressor. 


Professor d’Amato is a faculty member of Tufts 
University at Medford, Mass., and the author of several 
umes. 


Between Courage and Fear 


On undertaking anything my advice would 
be, not “don’t be afraid to do it,” but “be 
afraid and do it.” He who is not afraid will 
do many rash unnecessary things without the 
cautionary prelude of thought only to be 
sorry afterwards. But he who is counselled 
by fear will, through sufficient thought, know 
what he is doing while doing it, and will be 
doing it only because it is necessary. But 
there is a danger in thought that makes 
thoughtlessness sometimes a virtue. There must 
be in every case no more than a certain degree 
of thought because too much will produce a 
paralyzing timidity. It is then that cowardice 
begins and becomes what Hamlet means when 
he says “thought makes cowards of us all.” 


Because. . . 


“Why?” asks the mother. “Because,” answers 
the child. What an enormous extent of logic 
that mere word covers in children! It answers 
everything they can’t answer. But that habit is 
not alone a childish one, for it is as prevalent 
among adults, including the learned, as among 
children. I have heard so many words that 
meant altogether no more than that and have 
read so many essays that said even less. It is 
surprising how that word can grow into a tome. 
In that respect, at least, children have the 
advantage over their elders for honesty and 
brevity. 


They Call Me Evil 


“T am the blind instinct in man,” Satan once 
confided to me, “that constantly fights the pre- 
vailing morality of each generation because 


THE MINORITY OF ONE ¢@ October 1961 


man sets it up against his own progress. I am 
the embodiment of the opposition to every- 
thing he calls good. It is only because the 
conflict brings pain which man himself causes 
through his prior stupidity that they call me 
the principle of evil; for where there is false- 
hood, the entrance of truth will set up havoc, 
and the truth rather than the falsehood will 
be taken for the evil. Hence man needs always 
to be prodded because he would rather suffer 
one pain than two even if the second pain is 
truth and will afterwards cure the first as well 
as the second. It is his ignorance that makes 
progress begin in pain and truth in evil. Truth 
is always the step ahead, and falsehood always 
the step behind, and the stride between is 
progress. When tomorrow becomes yesterday, 
truth becomes falsehood because another truth 
is beyond and another stride is to be taken. 
But that stride requires courage because hap- 
piness lies always and only on the other side 
of pain. Man, who is not yet beyond the 
stage of wanting without giving, does not yet 
understand that happiness is not to be bought 
so cheaply. And so I, whom he calls Satan, 
the essence of evil, am needed at every step 
in his progress until at each step he learns 
to distinquish between yesterday, today, and 
tomorrow in the current good and evil. And 
when then he calls good today that which was 
evil yesterday, I shall again become tomorrow’s 
evil, the new evil to fight today’s good, because 
there is no end to what man can be. When 
what was deemed evil is recognized as good, 
it thereupon becomes evil again. Today’s good 
was the evil of yesterday and will again be 
the evil of tomorrow. I am always the next 
stride and the symbol of ‘better than the 
best,’ for I act on the principle that good 
is an evil. The moment you call anything 
good, you call it the best and make it an 
obstacle to becoming better.” 
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From READERS’ LETTERS 





IS THERE A PAPER-AND-AIR-WAVE CURTAIN? 
To miss a point is sometimes easier than to answer it. 
Homer Jack (in your August, 1961 issue) ascribes the 

failure of the press to report Dr. Pauling’s recent speech 

to their reluctance to give ‘‘free a, to an organiza- 
tion com: of people who left S. for “political 
reasons.” This proves the point you made in your article 

“For an American Alternative’ (July, 1961 TMO). Ie is 

not a question of “‘free: publicity,’ but that of impartially 

reporting the news. ’ . 

Dr. Pauling is the most important personage in the 
American peace movement. What he has to say is news 
regardless of how sympathetic or unsympathetic the press 
may be to his ideas. Incidentally, Jack ~_ oy that the 
same treatment was given Dr. Pauling when he spoke for 
SANE in October. 

New York, N. Y. 
HENRY ABRAMS 
GERALD COVICI 
ELWOOD GREIST 
. e e 


WHOSE CORRECTION COULD BE 
MORE APPRECIATED? 

Let me take this opportunity to make a minor comment 
about English usage. One of the things that I like about 
The Msnority of One is that the excellent ideas are 
presented in English that is also excellent. But, in the last 
line on page 15 of the A t 1961 issue the word 
““parties’’ is used, instead persons. This usage of 


“parties” is mot good English. Webster's Dictionary 
mentions it as slang. 
Pasadena, Calif. LINUS PAULING 


ANSWERING A CALL FOR ACTION 

I have just finished reading your “Memo to the Peace 
Movement.”” I am writing to let you know that I am 
willing to help in any way possible. You mentioned that 
yours was not just an “article,” but rather a call for 
action. I am answering that call. If there is anything I 
can do to help from this end of the universe, just let 
me —. 


es on a wonderful magazine. 
ellowstone Park, Wyo. BARBARA QUINN 
. 


THEY JUST “FORGET” TO QUOTE IT... 
Congratulations on your penetrating articles. I find your 
magazine to be excellent and stimulating. It is unfortunate 
that yours is not one of the publications our “‘free’’ press 

quotes from. 
Baltimore, Md. WARREN L. THERIEN 


* * * 


A CHALLENGE TO PERVERTED THINKING 
As a chall 
thinking, The Minority of One introduces a bold, con- 
structive approach to problems in place of the old 
shibboleths, which have become dead symbols. 

When men are ready to embrace the “agennund of change 
in all their affairs, there will always Opportunity for 
unlimized and constructive growth in human relationships. 
Your goal of preserving peace everywhere becomes an 
essential contribution in this age of scientific achievements. 

New York, N. Y. HEADLEY E. BAILEY 
* s * 


DAVID AND GOLIATH ss 

The world is passing through a crisis of war, hunger, 
sickness, the of lil and understanding. : 

Your magazine brings to our mind the story of David 
against the giant Goliath. You may seem to be going 
against the current, but things being as they are, this is 
what the world needs. L 

You must not be alone. Those able must add their 
minds, money and effort, so that your work may be more 
effective. Cooperative working circles must started 
throughout the nation so that “many in one’’ may bring 
your magazine to the front. 

You express the idea that there are many good and 
sane minds who have a mess for the world but the 
media are closed to them. Ow many times sincere 
citizens, good religious people, cultural leaders and profes- 
sional men have tried to bring forth their message in 
newspapers and magazines, but all doors have been shut 
before them! Now the people must become aware that to 
them The Minority of One signifies an opportunity to 
uplift a distressed mankind. 

REv. A. ANGULO 


Hato Rey, P. R. Spanish-American Catholic Rite 
e . 


HOPING IT’S NOT TOO LATE... 

I have read with much interest your memo to the e 
movement. It seems to me that you may have a sound and 
even a feasible idea — if it's not too late on too many 
counts. I hope I can obtain additional copies of your July 
issue for the local peace organizations. 

Berkeley, Calif. ESTER PETRICK 


AGREE TO DISAGREE ’ 

I was pleased to learn of the growing support for your 
plan for a National Alternative coming forth from the 
various groups. Mr. Jack was right in noting the 
ideological dieseaces that are present. But everyone must 
agree to di = — things — agreeing on the 
most important problem: a quest for i 

I would like to thank the Re. Rev. Duffy and Prof. 
Berman for their libertarian views as expressed in their 
articles in the August, 1961 TMO as well as you for 
your Berlin —— and the short rationalist gem on 


“The Sanctity of ** My wife says she is glad to have 
all three of you still out running around loose. And 
I . 

o™ portiend, Ore. JOHN METTAM 
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to modern pessimistic and perverted 


A PRIVILEGE... 
Ie is a privilege to contribute even in such small 
measure to The Minority of Ome, since each contribu- 
tion affirms my appreciation of your intrepidiey and 
intellectual integrity. 
Kansas City, Mo. 


. * . 


A WESTERN “DRAMA” 
One wonders if our elected surrogates in the govern- 
ment of this great power are entitled to be out of 
knee-pants. Two piti mental incompetents make an 
abortive attempt to capture an aircraft and our entire 
Congress is plunged into a Western, which cannot 
even be characterized as adult. The same men, who 
are ostentatiously concerned about violence on TV, start 
screaming hysterically about ‘“‘piracy on the high air.” 

An editorial in the New York News made haste to 

use the incident to fan the anti-Castro flame they have 
nurturing as faithfully (if- not as virtuously) as 
Vestals. Headlines proclaim that bully-boys are fins 
to “ride shotgun” on all aircraft, There will probably 
guitar players along to provide cigarette and beer 
commercials at all stops, maintaining the Wild West 
atmosphere. 
_ At least one honorable lawmaker has advocated hang- 
ing, presumably from the wing-struts in lieu of yardarms. 
ere has even been of searching all prospective 
passengers to the skin. Indeed! 

Who is free? Are we? If so, we must take arms 
against such men as those who would enslave us! Up 
to now mean verbal arms—the pen againse the 
sword, and I enclose another round of the necessary 
“ammunition.” 

New York, N. Y. 


e * . 


THE SURVIVAL OF BELIEF 

I have read several issues of TMO. Just recently I 
read a letter describing your life. If a man who has 
endured so much has managed to retain y for the 
future and the courage to fight for it, ther he deserves 
the support of all of us who believe in peace and < 


ture, 
Philadelphia, Pa. 


“THE TRUTH HAD TO BE SOMEWHERE” 

Before your arrival on the scene, I could not imagine 
any such eee thinking in these United States. 
I was prompted to subscribe and also to search out other 
organs of minority opinion. The truth had to be some- 
where. I just simply couldn’t believe it had been so 
completely ‘“‘sold’” away. Now I cannot imagine the 
American scene without your honest publication. I don't 
agree with ev ing you say, but I want very much to 
hear what you have to say. I will continue to send in 
my contributions on as steady a basis as I can. 

Paterson, EUGENE LIPSHULTZ 


GERTRUDE CUNEO 


OWEN FREEMAN 


MURIEL COHAN 


“PONDERABLES IN THE EICHMANN TRIAL” 

I am ‘certainly pleased to enclose a check as a con- 
tribution to your publication fund. : 

Your magazine is even more interesting today than it 
was in months past, and I do hope that all of your 
subscribers understand that TMO cannot continue without 
their financial support. 

Your article on the Eichmann trial in the July, 1961 
issue was definitely 2n eye-opener. I feel that a host 
of your friends were relieved by your succinct presentation. 

Santa Monica, Calif. SAMUEL SLOAN, Att’y 
* . 


FROM A VETERAN PEACE WORKER 

Thanks to a subscriber of yours, I became acquainted 
with your magazine. I am a printer, employed by the 
N.Y. Times. My wife and have been e in 
various peace movements and causes. Your article ‘For 
an American Alternative’ inspired me to write you. I 
sincerely hope that it reaches far and wide within the 
pacifist circles, and that it will give pause and inspiration 
which all of us need so badly. Enclosed is my 


contribution. 
New York, N. Y. WILLIAM F. WARDLAW 


e . * 


WHAT “PROGRESS” SHE’S MADE! 

I do not accept many things I read in your popes. 
Not that I expect you to change your position; indeed 
I'd despise you if you did. ; 

The thing in the September issue I would like to 
comment on is your position on the Newburgh situation. 
This I know something about from personal experience, 
and I have no words to express how strongly I disagree 
with you. If the Communists had racked their brains 
to think up a way to destroy us, they couldn’t have 
done better than through the welfare set-up. Indeed, I 
believe it was thought up by them. I to work in 
this and other do-good organizations. When I found 
that decent people were supporting a Negro man and 
three women with seven children which he fathered 
for his share of the take; and when I found a woman 
of 35 in a dirtier slum than I have ever seen, with 
11 children of all colors and breeds, and no husband 
at all, it rocked me. Any nation that supports this 
destruction of children deserves to be destroyed. When 
I hear loud-mouthed politicians screaming “We must 
protect the illegitimate chil » I despise them as 
murderers not only of the children but also of our 
country. When I was a child in the South I used to 
weep to myself over the treatment of Negroes and hope 
that some day the colored races would be on top, never 
dreaming it would or could happen. Recently, I was 
stopped dead in my tracks when I realized that this bas 
happened. In the U.N. now the colored nations hold 
the balance of power. Now I hope that decent, kind 
people will be in power. 

Butler, N. J. MRS. SMITH ELY JELLIFFE 
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PROTESTING IS NOT ENOUGH 

The lead article “For an American Alternative,” jn the 
July issue of TMO, was just what the doctor ordered 
Surely, there is no hope of changing the attitude of the 
people unless they can get the facts. The Paper-and-Ajr. 
Wave Curtain you speak of is quite obvious to us, As 
result of it most i. in this country have no idea 
what is happening. 4 even more brainwashed ap; 
propagandized than the Russians, if that is possible. 

What worries us is that your proposals come s0 lat 
and that it will be hard to — the various pea 
groups to act. We are pacifists, but we agree with you 
that the peace groups are not doing enough. Protest \; 
O.K., but we need constructive proposals too. 

Also, most pacifists seem to believe that we can keep oy; 
present system of economics intact ill secure peace 
We believe that the capitalist system must be modified 
We do not want the Russian —2 Socialism, but som 
system which —_— the well being of all instead of 
profits for the 3 

In addition to an alternative newspaper and to Picketing 
the monolithic dailies, we feel that something else should 
be done right now to stop the prevailing threat of wa 
We agree that writing to the President is useless, but ; 
property worded petition signed by millions of people 
might have some effect. 

Cambridge, Mass. 
Mary C. EUBANKs 
JOHN L. HOLMAN, Jr, 


TWO CONSTRUCTIVE SUGGESTIONS 

_ I have been a subscriber to TMO ever since the day 
a copy of its first issue reached me, then wrote yoy 
that if your subsequent issues were to be as good g 
the first one, I certainly was not going to miss a chance 
of reading them. Frankly, I had my doubts not only 
whether you would be able to endure for long by 
also whether the high intellectual level of a one-map 
publication can be kept up for long. Now, twenty-two 
issues later, my doubts are dispelled. Not only have 
you managed to maintain the high intellectual and 
analytical niveau of your publication, but also to taise 
it —t. until you have reached a point at which | 
consider The Minorsty of One the most original and the 
highest-level American magazine. Many of your article 
are true classics. Many of them I not only read but 
study. I believe it exceedingly important that they be 
re-issued in some more permanent form. I wish to 
urge you very strongly to select a number of your 
more fundamental articles from TMO and publish & 
in book form. This suggestion is not intended to help 
you personally or even to promote TMO; it is intended 
to help all of us, in that a volume of your highly 
important thoughts will enrich the shelves of many 
private and public libraries, I am certain that your 
“veteran” readers would welcome such a volume with 
as much enthusiasm as I. I am also certain that they 
would be as willing as I to offer help in order to make 
such a volume possible. If you should take up this 
suggestion, I would like you to reserve for me 25 
copies of the book. I would present them to libraries 
and to my personal friends. If other readers too will 
make similar pre-publication pledges, there should be no 
difficulty in putting out the I would like you to 
publish this letter in the hope that it will elicit pre- 
publication orders. 

One more suggestion. Your article “For an American 
Alternative’’ contained the most constructive opposition 
thought I have ever come across. I appreciate however 
that you may not be able to muster the support needed 
to put out the big national daily for which there is 
such a crying need. If this is the case, why not try 
to make The Minority of Ome the magazine of the 
American National Alternative? All that is needed for 
this are additional funds and promotion to amplify an 
already existing voice. The task is to see to it that 
TMO reaches many, many more people than it does and 
that, possibly it be published more frequently. No one 
could assess this as “impossible’’ or “too ambitious,” 
and I venture to guess that the enthusiasts of TMO 
alone are capable of making this come true — if only 
they are willing to make the necessary personal sacrifices. 
The cry of “What Can I Do?” could not find a more 
constructive, realistic and worthwhile answer than this. 
I know that in these thoughts and feelings, I am not a 
pg nd of one among the readers of The Minority 
0. ne. 

New York, N. Y. Dr. STEPHEN R. Dopp 
& . - 


THE PUBLISHERS OF THIS ISSUE 
The following individuals have made it ible for 
us to continue publication ye membership fees in 
The Friends of The Minority of One, sponsorship and 
sporadic donations, and gift subscriptions received during 
August 1961: 
F. B.—$250, Mr. and Mrs. Costa Chitouras—$100, 
Robert S. Camburn—$50, Lilia Kalman—$40, Muriel 
30, Mrs. Arthur Helin—$20, Martin Hird— 
" . San -—$20, Rosamond P. Taylor 
—$20, Henry Jaglom—$16, Don de Koven—$15, Mss. 
Edna Nielson—$14, Fred F. Botts—$10, Dr. R. F. 
Burlingame—$10, Mrs. Helen R. Bush—$10, Mrs. Jose 
Casanova—$10, Domenic Cicia—$10, Mrs. Mary C. 
Eubanks—$10, Edward Florance—$10, Selwyn Jones— 
$10, M. L.—$10, Ono W. 
—$10, F. R. Scotr—$10, S. D. § — $10. 
mer—$10, Mr. and Mrs. Wm. F. 
Roxie Wood—$10, Edward P. Dudley—$8, Mrs. L. E 
Freeman—$6, Richard A. Pottsmith—$6, D. V. 
Prof. Daniel M. Peter Bodlaender—$5, 
—— W. Boerstler—$5, Wm. H. Brandt—$5, Mrs. 


—$5, een—$5, James I. Hadar—$5, 
H. H. Hamm—$5, Mrs. Arvin E. Klemme—$5, S. L.— 
$5, Karl Nell—$5, . Edi ose—$5, Ben Sack- 
heim—$5, Mrs. Lydia R. Shrebnick—$5, and Mrs. 

arren L. Therien—$5, Helen S. Wiltsee—$5, 
Anibal A. Bueno—$4, and Mrs Eliot— 

Iverson—$4, Mr. and Mrs. John T. Mickes 


—$4, Lulu W. Draper—$3, Mr. and Mrs. john G. 
A. Urquart—$2.50, J. C.—$2, Owen 


Freeman—$2, Manuel Machado—$2, Sid: Rosenblatt 
—$2, Carl $. Tobie—$2, and Mrs. H. as—$1. 
TOTAL $906.50 
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Solvency Within Reach 


Shortly before we went to press, several individuals, including 
Dr. and Mrs. Linus Pauling, met to discuss means of bringing 
about the solvency of The Minority of One and of helping it 
reach a much wider audience. Concrete plans have been charted 
to achieve these ends. If these plans are executed, there can be 
no doubt that before long the continuance of this publication will 
no longer be threatened. 

Actually, this being a one-man publication, our financial 
needs, When compared with those of other magazines, are relatively 
small. A concentrated effort can easily introduce The Minority of 
One to many thousands of additional readers. 

During a week-end visit by Dr. and Mrs. Linus Pauling at 
the home of the Arnonis, a 16 mm. sound film was taken. Copies 
of that film can be borrowed by subscribers who wish to arrange 
house parties on behalf of TMO. A $10 donation would help 
cover the cost of making the sound film. House parties have 
proved to be an effective means for soliciting new subscribers, and 
contributions to our publication fund. Another way in which you 
can help spread the message of this publication is to introduce 
it to your friends, the members of civic groups, organizations, 
churches and to your community at large. For this purpose, we 
are making bulk shipments of back issues available at the nominal 
charge of $15 per 100 copies. 

The execution of other promotional plans depends on the 
availability of substantial funds. The only ones who can finance 
these undertakings are our individual moral supporters. If they 
enable us to execute the promotional program, the only thing 
that would eventually be discontinued would be our perpetual 
appeals for financial support. To make this possible, we appeal 
to each of you who reads this message to make a special effort 
and offer us substantial contributions. They will help us to 
remove the question mark from the future of The Minority of One. 
If you respond to this urgent appeal according to your financial 
ability, you will have helped establish the magazine of the National 
Alternative in America. 


































—The Editor 















MEMBERSHIP CATEGORIES IN THE 
FRIENDS OF THE MINORITY OF ONE 










Life Friends contributing $1,000 
Sponsoring Friends = $ 500 
Sustaining Friends ° $ 250 
Supporting Friends ¥ $ 100 
Contributing Friends ” $10-50 per year 





eee ewe mee we www ew eee nnn w enn nnn eee, SUBSCRIPTION FORM 





THE MINORITY OF ONE, INC. 
P.0. Box 544 
Passaic, N. J. 






O ENTER MY SUBSCRIPTION FOR 
0 1 year—$5.00 (In Canada $5.25) 1. 
0 2 years—$9.00 (In Canada $9.50) 






NAME 





















The Friends of the Minority of One 








O ENCLOSED IS MY CONTRIBUTION OF $ 


I CR ge ee 


CR oss, 


Statement of Purpose 


Man’s eternal quest for ever more rewarding and social experiences 
of living is challenged by the prevailing danger of still another war. 
Posing the greatest physical peril to the human species in its entire 
history, another world war would bring final defeat to man’s ambition 
to evolve a high spiritual, intellectual and social content. Without such 
a content the phenomenon of living would be void of purpose and 
justification. 

Anti-war sentiments are as old as war itself. Their failure, up to 
now, to eliminate war dramatizes how serious and ominous are the 
obstacles in the path of those who see no task greater than the prevention 
of war. If we are to succeed, where other generations have failed, 
we must master the ability of unbiased thinking about the issues that 
divide mankind; we must reject nationalistic prejudice and rationalizations 
that perpetuate two antagonistic camps of nations, each self-righteously 
identifying the other as the villain. Honest self-criticism, unadulterated 
by national favoritism, is therefore a national virtue on which world 
peace itself may hinge. The individual’s part in this is to assert himself 
intellectually, socially and politically. Unless he rejects the hypnotic 
influences of a totalitarian mass psychology, he renders himself incapable 
of acting for the preservation of peace. 

The sole and ultimate purpose of all the activities of THE 
FRIENDS OF THE MINORITY OF ONE will be to contribute to the 
preservation of peace everywhere. The activities of THE FRIENDS 
OF THE MINORITY OF ONE will address themselves to social 
problems directly or ultimately weighing in the balance of war and 
peace. 

THE FRIENDS OF THE MINORITY OF ONE, as a foundation, 
has no specific political message and no loyalty other than peace and 
all that serves peace, specifically including independence of thought. 
You and I are the minorities of one if only we do not fear our 
thoughts. Our thoughts may collide, or they may coincide or com- 
plement each other, but even then let us each remain a minority of one. 

True to this tenet, neither membership in nor activities on behalf 
of THE FRIENDS OF THE MINORITY OF ONE will indicate an 
explicit or implicit endorsement of individual views expressed in any 
publications the foundation might sponsor. 

THE FRIENDS OF THE MINORITY OF ONE will sponsor the 
magazine The Minority of One and such publishing and public activities 
as will serve the preservation of peace. The editor of The Minority of 
One, M.S. Arnoni, will retain full editorial independence. 

For these lofty goals we call on men and women everywhere to 
join the ranks of THE FRIENDS OF THE MINORITY OF ONE and 
to support sincerely our efforts on behalf of peace. 

Prof. Daniel M. Berman Dr. Stuart Kabnick 

Bishop Clarence E. Duffy, D.D. Ava Helen Pauling 
W. H. Ferry Prof. Linus Pauling 
Rev. Stephen H. Fritchman Prof. Ernest B. Zeisler 
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Soviet Guilt vs. American “Innocence” 


that the Soviets are vitally interested in pre- 
serving peace, she would be much more 
cautious in her diplomacy. Our talk about 
Khrushchev’s_ bellicosity was no more than 
propaganda; no one could trust Soviet peace- 
ful intentions more than did the American 
policy molders. Their policies are predicated 
on this trust and the determination to capitalize 
fully on Soviet interest in peace. Khrushchev 
wanted to dispel some of this confidence and 
put American diplomats on notice that he is 
no longer willing to be the unilateral guardian 
of peace. He wished to, and did, dramatize to 
America’s leadership that when they talk of 
war they may no longer count on the Soviets 
alone to prevent it. In this Khrushchev has 
succeeded spectacularly. He has shown that 
the Soviet Union can disregard humanity’s 
most vital interests as much as the war- 
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(Continued from page 1) 


mongers against whom he has been thundering. 
He has shown this simply by behaving like 
them, even though from entirely different 
motives. 
August 31, 1961 
* * * 

While the U.S. Government itself was 
perfectly willing to resume tests even at the 
price of enduring world indignation, the Soviet 
move has supplied an opportunity for the 
U.S. to picture herself as the reluctant re- 
spondent in a resumed nuclear race. 

Gladwin Hill reports in the N. Y. Times of 
September Ist that “a billion-dollar network 
of atomic development facilities in the West, 
employing about 27,000 workers, is ready for 
the possible resumption of nuclear testing by 
the United States.” This of course is not 
news. What is new however is the fact that 
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“officials of the Atomic Energy Commission 
the agency in charge of all this activity, we, 
adhering today to a federally ordered policy of 
extreme discretion in discussing the work, to 
avoid the implication of competitive ‘sabe; 
rattling’ with the Russians.” Hill further f¢ 
ports that “a television organization was denied 
camera access to certain PREVIOUSLy 
PHOTOGRAPHED facilities at the Atomic 
Energy Commission’s Nevada Test Site . , . 
One official demurred . . . at REPEATING 
unrestricted information FREELY MEN. 
TIONED only a few weeks ago (Our emphasis 
—TMO).” All these preparations for Amer. 
ican tests, which preceded and had nothing 
to do with the Soviet announcement of August 
30th, were not less real and, internationally, 
not less causative because of the present 
propagandistic deemphasis. 

Tom Wicker reports that “President Kennedy 
appealed to (the Congressional leaders) fo, 
help in exploiting the shock value of the 
Soviet decision . . . President Kennedy asked, 
in particular, that the legislators attempt to 
restrict speeches and other appeals for an 
immediate resumption of testing by the United 
States.” What the President is asking for js 
help to camouflage America’s independent de- 
termination to resume testing. He would not 
need to ask our Congressmen to keep silent 
were it not for their anxiety to resume tests, 
irrelevant of the Soviet move. 

In view of this massive propaganda assault, 
it is important not to confuse responsibilities. 
The Soviet wrong does not nullify the Ameri- 
can wrong. Nor may it be allowed to appear 
as if it absolved the American Government 
of its decisive share of guilt for preventing an 
international ban on nuclear tests. If world 
public opinion allows these responsibilities to 
be confused, NATO bellicostily will be further 
encouraged. That this is not mere speculation 
was demonstrated by Chancellor Adenauer’s 
reaction to the Soviet announcement. Der Alte 
not only once more demanded that the West 
German army be given nuclear weapons, but 
went so far as to call those who would refuse 
them “murderers.” 

The U.S. Government has indisputably 
scored an impressive propagandistic victory. 
Yet, to believe that the Soviet crime will erase 
from people’s memory the American prepara- 
tions for that same crime would show an 
underestimation of the people’s intelligence. 
The bad conscience of the U.S. Government 
with regard to a nuclear ban is so obvious 
that only those who are ready to back US. 
policies despite that guilt will attempt to 
absolve it. Yet, our leaders, if given wisdom 
and vision, can turn a mere propagandistic 
advantage into an advantage of moral and 
political substance. If they announced, that 
no matter what the Russians did, they would 
continue indefinitely their unilateral nuclear 
ban, they would make a true contribution 
to peace. Such a move would not only make 
people everywhere believe in our concern with 
peace, but would constitute its genuine mati- 
festation. Then we would truly capture the 
sympathies of the uncommitted nations. Under 
such circumstances Khrushchev too might have 
no choice but to reverse his decision. Since 
President Kennedy stated that he “is entirely 
confident that the size of the United States 
nuclear weapons stockpile and the capabilities 
of the individual weapons and delivery systems 
are wholly adequate for the defense of the 
United States and the free world,” there would 
be no security risk involved in the adoption of 
a policy whose true advantage is longer lasting 
than that of a mere propagandistic expediency. 

September 1, 1961 





